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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Asha 
Last name: J 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am a 9 year old from Tacoma. My class is learning about national parks and I have found out so much. I do 
not want anyone to cut down any trees at Tongass National Forest. This is home to many animals. I felt like I 
needed to make a difference when I saw this. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: J.C.Tryon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Roadless Rule in Place for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Interdisciplinary Team Leader, Alaska Roadless Rule Ken Tu, 
 
I am an outdoor recreation enthusiast writing to express my interest in continuing to protect the Tongass 
National Forest and its backcountry and roadless areas from unnecessary logging and development. 
 
The Tongass has tremendous value for outdoor recreation in the region, and also provides clean water, clean 
air, and wildlife habitat, all of which are foundational to the economic and ecological health of Southeast 
Alaska. Road building, logging, and development should continue to be prohibited in the Tongass's roadless 
areas through upholding the Roadless Rule. 
 
The Roadless Rule was created after a lot of public outreach. It's a popular and sensible approach to land 
management. 
 
The earth is almost at tipping point, never to be restored, if senseless repeal of this rule happens. I have been 
to the Tongass and it is a place of incredible beauty. Of what value is pavement? Of treeless hillsides made 
bare by logging? Where will all the animals go? Sadly, they will die. And finally, humans will die as the earth 
dies. Is that the legacy you want for your offspring? 
 
Sincerely, 
 
J.C. Tryon 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:36:05 PM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: J.Lazzeri 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jon J. Lazzeri 
Leland, NC 28451 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:37:38 PM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: J.Peskin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura J. Peskin 
Mamaroneck, NY 10543 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: J.Worthington 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am firmly opposed to the President's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge the Forest Service to keep these protections solidly in place--choosing the "no action" 
alternative. 
 
Opening this forest to clearcutting and bulldozing will effectively destroy it as a wilderness, all for the sake of 
greed. 
 
For the same reason, I oppose any plan to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the Chugach 
National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. 
 
Please keep these fabulous areas fabulous. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David J. Worthington 
 
Olivet, MI 49076 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doug 
Last name: Jablin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Doug Jablin and I live in Las Vegas, Nevada. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Doug Jablin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: jache 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth jache and I live in Lemon Grove, California. 
 
I need you to understand that this sleazy worthless subhuman filth calling itself a president of my country needs 
to be stopped at all costs. It is destroying my country that I fought for, and our planet and Im sick of it. It needs 
to be stopped. Immediately and permanently. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Elizabeth jache 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Abigail 
Last name: Jack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Abigail Jack and I live in Kake, Alaska. I am Tlingit of the Deisheetaan clan, I come from the Tukka 
hit house. I was born and raised in Angoon, on Admiralty Island. My father was a commercial fisherman, and 
he taught my sister and I how to hunt. We grew up hunting black tail deer on Admiralty Island. I depend on the 
Tongass for food security and to fill my freezer. My husband is a commercial fisherman, he does hand trolling. 
He trolls all around Kupreanof Island. We depend on the forest for healthy salmon streams and spawning 
habitat, as well as deer habitat. I also like to pick berries for food and to practice my traditional way of life. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my hunting, fishing, foraging for wild foods, subsistence harvesting, 
practicing my culture. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Kupreanof 
Island, Kuiu Island, Admiralty Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption is 
not in the interests of Southeast Alaskans because we need to conserve our land for our future generations. I 
work at the Organized Village of Kake in several different aspects, including social services, environmental 
assessment, and as a tribal historic preservation officer. I am the only tribal historic preservation officer certified 
in the State of Alaska by the federal government. It is my professional opinion that our tribal historic 
preservation efforts would be endangered by opening up these areas to development. Growing up on Admiralty 
Island, we saw how timber harvest drew the bears from living in the forest to moving toward the town when 
their habitat was cut down. Now the bears are in town a lot, and these are enormous bears - it has become a 
public safety issue. We had to put one bear down this summer because it was wounded and was constantly 
coming into town. The bear was being destructive and the people were living in fear but it was a very hard 
decision for our local people to make because we feel a strong kinship with the animals of the island. I do not 
want to see other communities have to make decisions like this when wildlife habitat is destroyed and the 
wildlife start coming into town to find food. We have a bear hibernating underneath the warehouse in Kake; we 
had fish in the warehouse but very little fish in the streams. We need to keep our salmon habitat healthy and 
productive so that the bears go to eat there rather than coming into town and creating worries about peoples' 
safety.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 



 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Stop the ROLLBACK on policy protecting ALASKA'S TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST 
 
Attention all associated with the policy making off the United States... 
 
PLEASE Stop the ROLLBACK on policy protecting ALASKA'S TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST!! 
 
Thank you, 
 
John Charles Wardell 
 
Renton, Wa and Chester, Mt 
 
Sent from my iPad 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lucas 
Last name: Jack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like to start this letter by saying that I have indeed been a long supporter of the republican party. 
Secretary Purdue, I worked on your campaign for the governorship of Georgia back in 2001-2002. Specifically 
as a college republican at the University of West Georgia. I am still a committed republican but I do believe that 
republicans can do better on environmental issues as they impact us all. There is more to the economy that 
development. In fact, many of us who spend money on gas, snacks, gear and permits to hunt and fish or hike 
in road less areas. This part of the economy, that is the recreation economy, is being grossly overlooked in the 
decision making process. Are the republicans just a party of development? Are we only a party that intends to 
make the world suburban? Or do we believe that those people who live in the remotest parts of the United 
States, who desire for their home country to remain as is, should be represented by us? Are we just the party of 
the 2nd amendment or are we a party that will provide ample opportunity for Americans to have wilderness 
experiences using the rod and rifle? 
 
Congressman Meadows, do you intend to do to North Carolina what you are willing to vote for in the Tongrass 
and ANWR? Because as a repeated vote for you I am not willing to see the Nantahala and the Pisgah's 
resources auctioned off to the highest bidder only to leave the people of North Carolina paying the tab to clean 
up and making our great grandchildren wait to see it recovered. so why would I support the same for a state 
that isn't even mine. Aren't the people of Alaska, I mean the natives of the areas impacted, allowed to have 
some say in the future of their homeland? 
 
Please consider these facts Gentleman. 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



I would like to start this letter by saying that I have indeed been a long supporter of the republican party. 
Secretary Purdue, I worked on your campaign for the governorship of Georgia back in 2001-2002. Specifically 
as a college republican at the University of West Georgia. I am still a committed republican but I do believe that 
republicans can do better on environmental issues as they impact us all. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shirlee 
Last name: Jack 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Today I write to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in 
place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Indigenous peoples' rights must be protected as well. Alaskan 
Native communities - including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples - have depended on the Tongass 
Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and communities -- we cannot sacrifice 
their way of life for corporate private short term profit. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world. Its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
I strongly object to any and all plans to reduce or remove protections from our national forests roadless areas. 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most important land management policies the Federal Government has 
adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but also it saves many 
millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize timber sales. The value of the Roadless 
Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is 
particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require huge 
taxpayer subsidies. Subsidizing removal of environmentally invaluable forests would be insane at any time. 
However at this pivotal time of extreme need for drawing carbon from the atmosphere and sequestering it into 
soil, allowing further logging and forest degredation will accelerate the increase of carbon levels in the air, 
thereby raising global temperatures and contributing to further melting of permafrost and ice. We must use our 
resources, including tax dollars, to preserve and increase forested lands rather than paying for corporations to 
access and degrade the integrity of forests, one of the most valuable insurance policies our descendants have. 
 
Regards, Shirlee Jack 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jackelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jacko 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I would like the Tongass National Forest protected in every way possible, so I support the existing regulation's 
prohibitions. I believe the scientific evidence for climate change is overwhelming, and we should be doing 
everything we can to mitigate the future issues heading our way. The Tongass National Forest is one of the 
largest and most pristine temperate rainforests left on the planet, and it's vitally important to protect. Please do 
NOT discontinue the 2001 Roadless Rule as it applies to the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alicia 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Public Comment Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I have had the privilege of working on Prince of Wales Island for three consecutive years. I have been in awe of 
the Tongass National Forest's remoteness and intact ecosystems. There is no forest like the Tongass left on 
Earth and we are fortunate enough to have it right here in the United States. When I learned that the forest was 
being threatened by logging, resource extraction, and roads I geared my graduate studies to better serve this 
forest. It would be a mistake to take from the Tongass. Once an ecosystem like this has been damaged it could 
take hundreds of years to heal and perhaps be what it once was. The large old-growth trees also offer the 
largest amount of carbon sequestration among trees further proving their value. If the environmental value 
doesn't hold enough wait on its own, there is also the cultural aspects that make this forest unique and worth 
preserving. 
 
I ask you to please help us (the people of this country) keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule intact and 
current protections in place on the Tongass National Forest. Please stand up for this living, breathing 
ecosystem that isn't capable of standing up for itself. This forest matters so incredibly much. 
 
The Roadless Rule is among the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve that pristine habitat, but it also saves untold millions 
of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the 
Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and logging is 
particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unsustainable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Please select &quot;No Action&quot; and let us leave something pristine for our children and grandchildren 
because currently, things are looking all too grim environmentally. 
 
I stand with the Tongass. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
-- 
 
Alicia Jackson 
 
M.S. Environmental Science, Oregon State University Alumna 2019 
 
[See attachment containing a picture of a woman standing in front of a lake and forest] 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alison 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest should be protected as a source of carbon sequestration. Aside from that value, it 
is incredible in is beauty and damage to it would take hundreds of years to mitigate. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Jackson and I live in Morgantown, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
NEVER NEVER NEVER !!!!! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Anne Jackson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ben 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6102 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brendan 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3082 
 
Comment on the DEIS & AK Roadless Rule: 
 
As a resident of Wrangell, AK, I would like to express my support for the Alaska Roadless Rule as it is (and has 
been since 2001). I support Alternative 1 (No action). I am a regular user of the Tongass. Old growth forests 
are important and need to be protected to [Illegible] our fisheries, hunting, ecosystems, tourism and recreation. 
 
11/6/2019 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3719 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Brian Jackson 
Charleston, ME 04422 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3719 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brian Jackson 
 
Charleston, ME 04422 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Danielle 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Danielle Jackson and I live in Madisonville, Tennessee. 
 
It's our duty to protect our country's natural resources - to give our citizens a place free from industrial 
practices, corruption and greed. Not just good for personal well being - eventually that leads to citizenship. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Danielle Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader  
 Proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking  
 USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region  
 Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff  
 P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Email: akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us  
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 
 
Kaaxwaan ax Lingit saayi. 
 
Dleit kaa x'einax Dawn Jackson yoo xat duwasaakw 
 
Tsaagweidi naax xat sitee 
 
Xaay Hitdax [aacute]y[aacute] xat 
 
Kaach.adi yadi [aacute]y[aacute] xat 
 
T'akdeintaan [aacute]y[aacute] ax daakanooxiu 
 
My Lingit name is Kaaxwaan, and my English name is Dawn Jackson. I am Tsaagweidi from Xaay Hit (Yellow 
Cedar House) in Kake, Alaska. I am a child of the Kaach.adi clan, and grandchild of the T'akdeintaan Clan. 
Kake is in the heart of the Tongass National Forest, 90 air miles south of Juneau, AK. My roots run deep here, 
thousands of years in fact. I was born and raised here, I'm raising my children here, and I'll be spending all my 
remaining days here in the Tongass. I am submitting this comment letter in support of Alternative 1, the no-
change alternative for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking. 
 
In addition to living in the heart of the Tongass, my traditional Lingit homelands, I also live in the middle of 
clear-cuts. Industrial clear-cut logging began in and around Kake and surrounding islands in the 1960's and 
eventually died about 2000. I strongly oppose changes to the existing Roadless Rule that has successfully 
provided protections to the areas that remain in my traditional area (Please see attached traditional Kake area 
map generated by the Tribe I am enrolled in, Organized Village of Kake). To date, since the filing of exemption 
by the State of Alaska in 2018, The Forest Service has been heavily influenced by not just the State of Alaska 
(trying to lift the Roadless Rule since 2001), but also private industry and elected officials who have not been 
speaking for the constituents they represent who live year round in the Tongass National Forest from Yak'w 
Daat (Yakutat) to Ketchikan and every village/tribe in-between. 
 
There has been an overwhelming support for Alternative 1 across the region, and it is this alternative you, Mr. 
Secretary, should only consider. All of the taxpayers unanimously support a no-change alternative, in fact, most 
support MORE PROTECTIONS. Given the current state of climate in this region, a full exemption will be 
detrimental to food security, carbon sequestration, and wild beauty thousands of people come to Alaska to see. 
To loosen regulations for the Tongass National Forest will send residents reeling from the affects of natural 
resource extraction; residents who CHOOSE to live in their homelands and have to live with the damage done 
by outside private companies whose only 



 
 
 
interest is to extract invaluable resources rural residents rely on for food and small sustainable livelihoods. 
 
No projects proposed in the Tongass National Forest since 2001 have been stalled or denied. All have, in fact, 
been approved. The misinformation being shared nationally is astounding. There are exemptions in the 
Roadless Rule that allow alternative energy projects, that allow transportation corridors, and allow mining. The 
mission of the U.S. Forest Service states, "The Department of Agriculture is responsible for managing National 
Forest System resources to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's forests and grasslands 
to meet the needs of present and future generations". How is a full exemption (Alternative 6) meeting this 
mission? We are living in a precarious time in this world and we find ourselves in a unique position to protect 
what we have left and create economy in a sustainable manner for my descendants to enjoy and live and learn 
their Lingit lifestyle from their families. 
 
My son was born and raised with traditional Lingit values and was taught how to hunt, fish, and prepare local 
foods traditionally. How is more logging going to sustain that lifestyle that he wishes to pass onto his future 
children and grandchildren? The devastating impacts and careless mining will not allow this! My son is pursuing 
his undergraduate degree in Environmental Science, integrating his traditional knowledge he gained from 
residents of Kake, Sitka, and beyond as he is planting himself firmly in the bigger native community of 
Southeast Alaska. He was the initial Keex' Kwaan Community Forest Partnership crew lead for Roads and 
Culverts in 2019 and after learning and researching this whole proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 
Process, a law degree is a goal now. If there is one thing I can thank the USDA USFS for, is for pushing my 
son's determination to gain legal education to question USFS policy and procedures on his traditional 
homelands from Tsaagwaa (south of Angoon), Glacier Bay (father and great grandfathers lands) Sheet'ka 
(father's lands) Skanax (Clan homelands on Kuiu Island), Kupreanof Island where he was raised, all the way 
south to Prince of Wales Island, his great grandmothers lands. Atlein Gunalcheesh for planting this seed and 
placing fire where it needs to be: a Law degree for Environmental Sciences. 
 
Kake has always been at the forefront in trying to manage their own affairs since contact with the western 
world, and Kake is still pushing to protect what is left; this is a legacy I am proud of and today to be a product of 
their efforts. This isn't conservation, this isn't environmentalism, this is an instilled and innate need to protect 
this land and environment as a mother. I have been raised by strong mothers and grandmothers who are the 
backbone of my community and I will continue to speak for the protection of my homelands. Again, I urge 
Secretary Perdue to choose Alternative 1, the no-change alternative for the proposed Alaska specific Roadless 
Rulemaking process. I urge you to partner with communities who live in the Tongass National Forest to invest 
time and energy into sustainable projects already active in Kake, Hoonah, and other communities; I urge you to 
partner with Tribes to manage their homelands responsibly and sustainably. Atlein Gunalcheesh for taking the 
time to accept and read my comments and hope for a favorable decision that reflects the taxpaying 
constituents who invest and live in the Tongass National Forest: Alternative 1. 
 
[Position] 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 17, 2019 
 
Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader  
 Proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking  
 USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region  
 Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff  
 P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Email: akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us  
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 



 
Kaaxwaan ax Lingit saayi. 
 
Dleit kaa x'einax Dawn Jackson yoo xat duwasaakw 
 
Tsaagweidi naax xat sitee 
 
Xaay Hitdax [aacute]y[aacute] xat 
 
Kaach.adi yadi [aacute]y[aacute] xat 
 
T'akdeintaan [aacute]y[aacute] ax daakanooxiu 
 
My Lingit name is Kaaxwaan, and my English name is Dawn Jackson. I am Tsaagweidi from Xaay Hit (Yellow 
Cedar House) in Kake, Alaska. I am a child of the Kaach.adi clan, and grandchild of the T'akdeintaan Clan. 
Kake is in the heart of the Tongass National Forest, 90 air miles south of Juneau, AK. My roots run deep here, 
thousands of years in fact. I was born and raised here, I'm raising my children here, and I'll be spending all my 
remaining days here in the Tongass. I am submitting this comment letter in support of Alternative 1, the no-
change alternative for the proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking. 
 
In addition to living in the heart of the Tongass, my traditional Lingit homelands, I also live in the middle of 
clear-cuts. Industrial clear-cut logging began in and around Kake and surrounding islands in the 1960's and 
eventually died about 2000. I strongly oppose changes to the existing Roadless Rule that has successfully 
provided protections to the areas that remain in my traditional area (Please see attached traditional Kake area 
map generated by the Tribe I am enrolled in, Organized Village of Kake). To date, since the filing of exemption 
by the State of Alaska in 2018, The Forest Service has been heavily influenced by not just the State of Alaska 
(trying to lift the Roadless Rule since 2001), but also private industry and elected officials who have not been 
speaking for the constituents they represent who live year round in the Tongass National Forest from Yak'w 
Daat (Yakutat) to Ketchikan and every village/tribe in-between. 
 
There has been an overwhelming support for Alternative 1 across the region, and it is this alternative you, Mr. 
Secretary, should only consider. All of the taxpayers unanimously support a no-change alternative, in fact, most 
support MORE PROTECTIONS. Given the current state of climate in this region, a full exemption will be 
detrimental to food security, carbon sequestration, and wild beauty thousands of people come to Alaska to see. 
To loosen regulations for the Tongass National Forest will send residents reeling from the affects of natural 
resource extraction; residents who CHOOSE to live in their homelands and have to live with the damage done 
by outside private companies whose only 
 
 
 
interest is to extract invaluable resources rural residents rely on for food and small sustainable livelihoods. 
 
No projects proposed in the Tongass National Forest since 2001 have been stalled or denied. All have, in fact, 
been approved. The misinformation being shared nationally is astounding. There are exemptions in the 
Roadless Rule that allow alternative energy projects, that allow transportation corridors, and allow mining. The 
mission of the U.S. Forest Service states, "The Department of Agriculture is responsible for managing National 
Forest System resources to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's forests and grasslands 
to meet the needs of present and future generations". How is a full exemption (Alternative 6) meeting this 
mission? We are living in a precarious time in this world and we find ourselves in a unique position to protect 
what we have left and create economy in a sustainable manner for my descendants to enjoy and live and learn 
their Lingit lifestyle from their families. 
 
My son was born and raised with traditional Lingit values and was taught how to hunt, fish, and prepare local 
foods traditionally. How is more logging going to sustain that lifestyle that he wishes to pass onto his future 
children and grandchildren? The devastating impacts and careless mining will not allow this! My son is pursuing 
his undergraduate degree in Environmental Science, integrating his traditional knowledge he gained from 
residents of Kake, Sitka, and beyond as he is planting himself firmly in the bigger native community of 
Southeast Alaska. He was the initial Keex' Kwaan Community Forest Partnership crew lead for Roads and 
Culverts in 2019 and after learning and researching this whole proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 



Process, a law degree is a goal now. If there is one thing I can thank the USDA USFS for, is for pushing my 
son's determination to gain legal education to question USFS policy and procedures on his traditional 
homelands from Tsaagwaa (south of Angoon), Glacier Bay (father and great grandfathers lands) Sheet'ka 
(father's lands) Skanax (Clan homelands on Kuiu Island), Kupreanof Island where he was raised, all the way 
south to Prince of Wales Island, his great grandmothers lands. Atlein Gunalcheesh for planting this seed and 
placing fire where it needs to be: a Law degree for Environmental Sciences. 
 
Kake has always been at the forefront in trying to manage their own affairs since contact with the western 
world, and Kake is still pushing to protect what is left; this is a legacy I am proud of and today to be a product of 
their efforts. This isn't conservation, this isn't environmentalism, this is an instilled and innate need to protect 
this land and environment as a mother. I have been raised by strong mothers and grandmothers who are the 
backbone of my community and I will continue to speak for the protection of my homelands. Again, I urge 
Secretary Perdue to choose Alternative 1, the no-change alternative for the proposed Alaska specific Roadless 
Rulemaking process. I urge you to partner with communities who live in the Tongass National Forest to invest 
time and energy into sustainable projects already active in Kake, Hoonah, and other communities; I urge you to 
partner with Tribes to manage their homelands responsibly and sustainably. Atlein Gunalcheesh for taking the 
time to accept and read my comments and hope for a favorable decision that reflects the taxpaying 
constituents who invest and live in the Tongass National Forest: Alternative 1. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dawn 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization: Organized Village of Kake 
Title:  
Comments: 
Organized Village of Kake Comments with attachments 
 
Please find attached letter with corresponding attachments. It will be uploaded to the USDA USFS website too. 
Please confirm receipt. 
 
 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
 
 
Dawn Khaaxw[aacute]an Jackson 
 
Executive Director 
 
Organized Village of Kake 
 
 
 
Core Purpose: Strengthen Tribal Community and Culture 
 
Core Values: Respect, Collaboration, Endurance, Safety and Security 
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Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader 
 
Proposed Alaska Roadless Rulemaking 
 
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region 
 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628 
 
Email: akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
Dear Mr. Tu, 
 
The Organized Village of Kake (OVK) is the federally recognized Indian Tribe organized under the authority of 
the Indian Reorganization Act of 1934 and 1936. OVK is empowered under its Constitution and By-Laws "To 
aid needy citizens and to protect the general welfare and security of the village." (see attached Constitution) 
One of OVK's highest priorities is to protect the Village's customary and traditional hunting, fishing and 
gathering areas and uses within the Kee??' Kwaan traditional territory 1 (see attached map that was submitted 



February 28, 2019 as a cooperating agency that the agency never attached to the DEIS released October 
2019). These lands include national forest lands on Kuiu, Kupreanof, NW Prince of Wales, portions of Baranof 
& Admiralty Islands, as well as portions of the mainland. 
 
"The doctrine of Trust" has been a major element in the U.S. Government's relationship with American Indians 
and Tribes for more than 125 years. The U.S. Federal Government is the 'trustee' of tribal resources, which 
means the government must act with good Faith and Loyalty to promote the Best Interests of the Indians. In 
1988, the S??cretaries of the Interior and Agriculture signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) in 
recognition of their respective depaitmental responsibilitie_s with American Indian Tribes.2 The MOU focused 
on meeting the needs of American Indians by working in a Federal partnership to improve the delivery of 
se1vices and programs. Agencies within the two departments signed additional agency level MOU's to plan 
and deliver USDA programs on Indian lands. The unique "trust" relationship between the federal government 
and Tribal governments now meant that other Federal agencies (e.g., NRCS and USFS) also carry a 
responsibility to ensure that agency actions are in the best interests of Indian Tribes. 
 
How would one know what is in the best interest of the Indians and Tribal governments? The answer lies in the 
"Consultation" process, a government-to-government procedure of seeking, discussing, and considering the 
views of Native Americans on a wide range of environmental and cultural resource management issues. 
Effective consultation requires Federal representatives to understand the historical circumstances of the Tribes 
in relationship to the U.S. Government, including past conflicts, wars, any type of treaty, agreement, 
declaration, or statute, that have been entered into between a tribe and an agency of the U.S. government. An 
agency employee's unfamiliarity and insensitivity of historical circumstances might be enough to derail the 
important consultation process. There are number of legislative and Executive orders that provide instruction 
on consultation. For example, Executive Order 13175 states: " .. .In order to establish regular and meaningful 
consultation and collaboration with Tribal officials in the development of Federal policies that have Tribal 
implications, to strengthen the United States government-to-government relationships with Indian Tribes, and to 
reduce imposition of unfunded mandates upon Indian Tribes; it is hereby ordered as follows: Policies that have 
Tribal implications- referring to regulations, legislative comments or proposed legislation and other policy 
statements or actions that have substantial direct effects to one or more Indian Tribes, on the relationship 
between the Federal Government and Indian Tribes, or on the distribution of power and responsibilities 
between the Federal Government and Indian Tribes."3 Regarding Tribal Consultation, E.O. 13175 states: 
 
"Sec. 5. Consultation. (a) Each agency shall have an accountable process to ensure meaningful and timely 
input by tribal officials in the development of regulatory policies that have tribal implications. Within 30 days 
after the effective date of this order, the head of each agency shall designate an official with principal 
responsibility for the agency's implementation of this order. Within 60 days of the effective date of this order, 
the designated official shall submit to the Office of Management and Budget (0MB) a description of the 
agency's consultation process. 
 
(b) To the extent practicable and permitted by law, no agency shall promulgate any regulation that has tribal 
implications, that imposes substantial direct compliance costs on Indian tribal governments, and that is not 
required by statute, unless: 
 
(1) funds necessary to pay the direct costs incurred by the Indian tribal government or the tribe in complying 
with the regulation are provided by the Federal Government; or 
 
(2) the agency, prior to the formal promulgation of the regulation, 
 
(A) consulted with tribal officials early in the process of developing the proposed regulation; 
 
(B) in a separately identified portion of the preamble to the regulation as it is to be issued in the Federal 
Register, provides to the Director of 0MB a tribal summary impact statement, which consists of a description of 
the extent of the agency's prior consultation with tribal officials, a summary of the nature of their concerns and 
the agency's position supporting the need to issue the regulation, and a statement of the extent to which the 
concerns of tribal officials have been met; and 
 
(C) makes available to the Director of 0MB any written communications submitted to the agency by tribal 
officials. 
 



( d) On issues relating to tribal self-government, tribal trust resources, or Indian tribal treaty and other rights, 
each agency should explore and, where appropriate, use consensual mechanisms for developing regulations, 
including negotiated rulemaking. 
 
In the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process, it is clear that the legally required tribal consultation has been 
completely inadequate. The State of Alaska was granted $2 million to participate as a cooperating agency, 
while the tribal governments that participated in this capacity did not receive funds to pay the direct costs 
incurred (see attached OVK Invoice to USDA, USFS). Tribal officials were not consulted early in the process of 
developing the proposed regulation; we were notified of the rulemaking process after the State of Alaska's 
petition had been granted. We have not seen a tribal summary impact statement and we assert that our 
concerns have been inadequately addressed. We supported a no-action alternative and were told that the 
preferred alternative would be a full exemption. Despite creating a regulatory change for issues related to tribal 
trust resources, the USDA did not use 'consensual mechanisms' for developing regulations; our concerns were 
not heard or reflected in the AK.RR DEIS, our requests for government-to-government consultation were 
repeatedly denied and not responded to in a prompt or timely manner. 
 
It appears that history on the Tongass is once again repeating itself. The 1947 Record on Hearings before the 
Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives, Eightieth Cong., 1st session, on H.R. Resolution 2054, 
includes (at p. 48) the initial statement of James E. Curry, counsel for Indian claimants to what has become the 
Tongass National Forest. There, Mr. Curry points out: "There has been a lot of discussion of all the consultation 
that has gone on for 25 years, I guess, but nothing has been said that anybody has been consulted excepting 
people in the Government. The Indians themselves have not been consulted." 
 
As noted in OVK's letter of September 7, 2018, OVK Resolution No. 2018-24, (see attached) the USDA and 
USFS are once again advancing with proposals that directly harm the interests of the federally recognized 
Indian Nations in Southeast Alaska without adequate consultation. Secretary Perdue found time to visit 
Southeast Alaska during the summer of 2018 and meet with representatives of the Forest Service, State of 
Alaska, and timber industry.5 Our attempts this year to consult "chief-to-chief' with Secretary Perdue have 
proven unsuccessful. As recognized in OVK Resolution No. 2018-24, the existing National Roadless Rule 
protects lands that "not only provide our people with food, [but] they essentially define who we are and where 
we come from." Not only does the proposed full exemption threaten the lands and resources we have 
depended on since time immemorial, but the process followed by the U.S.D.A., Forest Service, and State of 
Alaska fails to ensure timely and meaningful government-to-government consultation and collaboration with the 
Tribe. This proposed rulemaking will impose significant and unique burdens on OVK's exercise of its priority 
government function - "protecting the general welfare and security of the village," which is accomplished by 
OVK's safeguarding of the Village's customary and traditional hunting, fishing, gathering areas and uses (also 
known as 'subsistence activities'). 
 
We are dismayed that the Forest Service is not using the best available scientific information for this 
rulemaking. Given the inadequacy of the information and analyses contained in the DEIS regarding potential 
costs and benefits of the proposed action, we question whether the agency can satisfy its responsibilities under 
the E.O. 12866 'Regulatory Planning and Review"6 to make a reasoned assessment of the need for the 
proposed action and the costs and benefits of the action. We question the reasonableness of the agency's 
conclusion that this regulatory action will be a 'durable solution', promote economic growth, promote 
predictability and reduce uncertainty, or take into full account both the quantitative and qualitative costs and 
benefits of the action. Under agency planning regulations, the agency must document the basis for deciding 
that the information disclosed is the best available scientific information and "accurate, reliable, and relevant to 
the issues being considered." See 36 C.F.R. 219.3. The DEIS fails to meet these standards and the reasoning 
for the preferred alternative can be easily considered arbitrmy and capricious. 
 
Similarly, the Forest Service's failure to use the most updated roadless inventory data for this rulemaking 
concerns us greatly. Importantly, the updated inventory would include roadless areas in the Keex' K waan 
traditional area that were not included in the 1996 inventory used as the basis for the 2001 Roadless Rule, 
specifically critical lands in Three mile Arm, Seclusion Harbor, and No Name, Alvin, and Reid Bays. Although 
we continue to support the No Action Alternative, and urge the Secretary of Agriculture to pick it as the 
Preferred Alternative for this rulemaking, we also urge the Forest Service to update the existing National 
Roadless Rule to apply to all Tongass Inventoried Roadless Areas, particularly those important to Keex' 
Kwaan. 
 



We strongly disagree with the agency's conclusion in the DEIS that "[a]n ANILCA Section 810 evaluation and 
determination is not required for the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking because it is a programmatic level decision 
and not a determination whether to "'withdraw, reserve, lease, or otherwise permit the use, occupancy, or 
disposition.'" (DEIS at 3-255). How can the opening of old growth forests to logging by stripping roadless 
protections for these lands not be considered a withdrawal of existing protection for roadless areas and the 
resources they support? This conclusion is even inconsistent with the other facts reported in the DEIS. For 
example, the DEIS acknowledges that under all the action alternatives "[t]he reduction of biodiversity 
associated with old-growth forest and fragmentation would be greatest in the Kupreanof/Mitkoflsland, Etolin 
Island & Vicinity, and North Central Prince of Wales biogeographic provinces." The DEIS also reveals that in 
1990 hunters "reported that old-growth forests were mentioned as the most reliable by 90 percent of the 
households harvesting deer [ and] were most often used areas by 91 percent of the households." (DEIS at 3-
249). The DEIS contains no data refuting these previous reports, which indicates that the selection preferred 
alternative is based on incomplete and faulty reasoning and political motivations. 
 
OVK is concerned that following a full repeal of the 2001 Roadless Rule from the Tongass, the Forest Service 
will next attempt to revise the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan, (TLMP) and amend it of authorize 
logging in roadless areas on a project-by-project basis. In such circumstances, it is likely the agency will turn to 
the analysis contained in any relevant EIS previously prepared for the Tongass National Forest for this rule 
making, including the analysis contained in the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS. Given the agency must consult 
and coordinate forest planning on the Tongass NF with Alaska Native Tribes (36C.F.R.291.4), we are gravely 
concerned that the agency's failure to consult and collaborate adequately with the tribe on this Alaska-specific 
roadless rulemaking process will impair the agency's performance of its responsibility to consult and coordinate 
with Tribe regarding any future DEIS for the Tongass. Both outcomes impair the Tribe's responsibility to 
"protect the general welfare and security of the village." As OVK listens to the public comment at other 
community meetings, a large majority of the Alaska citizens are wanting to keep the roadless rule intact and not 
changed; in fact, in many cases more protections are being asked for. OVK was one of the original Cooperating 
Agencies from the beginning along with the State of Alaska and 5 other Tribes in Southeast. All tribal 
cooperating agencies signed a joint letter when the DEIS was released in October 2019 expressing profound 
disappointment with the manner the roadless rule exemption process has been handled (see attached Tribal 
CA letter to Secretary Perdue October 2019, and Tribal CA Press Release 2019). In this world of climate 
change, the USDA should preserve what is left rather than loosen the regulations to have more development 
on the pristine Tongass roadless areas. Furthermore, the impacts of climate change that would result from 
increased development authorized by a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule stand to disproportionately 
affect minority communities, especially rural Alaska Natives communities in Southeast Alaska. Executive Order 
12898, "Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations," directs each Federal Agency to "make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by 
identifying and addressing, as appropriate, dispropmtionately high and adverse human health or environmental 
effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low[shy]income populations," 
including tribal populations. The fact that OVK tribal citizens rely on the surrounding intact habitat provided by 
inventoried roadless areas for our food security, cultural 
 
practices and traditional way of life means that compliance with E.O. 128987 has been insufficiently analyzed in 
the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking process. Our tribal communities will be disproportionately impacted by 
proposed regulatory changes and this is a potential violation of the U.S. government's own regulations 
concerning environmental justice. Please find attached three (3) resolutions from the Affiliated Tribes 
ofN01thwest Indians, Alaska Federation of Natives, and the National Congress of American Indians that 
support a no change alternative, supporting OVK's efforts to keep the Roadless Rule intact on the Tongass 
National Forest. 
 
We, the Federally Recognized Tribe of the Village of Kake, were not granted Sovereignty; we have always 
maintained it, since time immemorial. The U.S. Government is our Fiduciary Trustee of natural resources, 
which means the government must act with Good Faith and Loyalty to promote the best interests of the 
Indians. To achieve that end, the Organized Village of Kake advocates for no changes to the road less rule 
apait from inclusion of the aforementioned inventoried roadless areas that were excluded from original 
protections underneath the 2001 Rule. The Organized Village of Kake supports a no action alternative and 
urges the U.S. government to respect the wishes of the communities it seeks to serve. 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 



[Signature] 
 
Joel Jackson 
 
President 
 
 
 
1 Keex' Kwaan Traditional Use Area Map, as detailed in Goldschmidt and Haas, Haa Aani, 1999. 
 
2 Tribal Consultation: A Guide for NRCS Employees (2009) https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE 
DOCUMENTS/mes 143 021895.pdf 
 
3 Executive Order 13175 of November 6, 2000: 'Consultation and Coordination With Indian Tribal 
Governments" https://www.federalregister.gov/ documents/2000/ 11 /09/00-29003/consultation-and-
coordination-with-indian-tribal[shy]governments 
 
4 United States. Congress. House. Committee on Agriculture. (1947). Sugar Situation: Hearings before 
Subcommittee of the Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives, Eightieth Congress, first session, 
January 21, 1947 
 
5 Sen. Murkowski Hosts Sec. Perdue in Southeast Alaska (2018) https 
https:://www.energy.senate.gov/pubIic/index. cfm/20I8/7/sen-murkowski-hosts-sec-perdue-in-southeast-alaska 
 
6 Executive Order 12866 of September 30, 1993 "Regulatory Planning and Review" 
 
7 Executive Order 12898 of February II, 1994 "Federal Actions To Address Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income Populations" 
 
Resolution No. 2018-24: Continued Tribal Support for Application of National Roadless Rule on the Tongass 
National Forest 
 
 
 
the Organized Village of Kake (hereinafter OVK) is a federally recognized Indian Tribe under federal law and is 
empowered under its Constitution & By-Laws to execute agreements and contracts with the United States to 
benefit its members; and, 
 
OVK is further defined as an Indian Tribe in the Indian Self-determination and Education Assistance Act, PL 93-
638 and as such is entitled to contract with the Federal Government for the operation of any federal programs, 
services, activities or functions serving its member; and, 
 
WHEREAS, our traditional territory includes lands on Kupreanof, Kuiu, Eastern Baranof, and southern 
Admiralty Islands, and along the mainland, including Port Houghton and as far as Taku River south to Port 
Houghton; and 
 
WHEREAS, protection of our inherent right to harvest and use our traditional and customary foods requires 
careful cultural stewardship and protection of our environmental and natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, our care of the lands now classified as "inventoried roadless areas" (IRA) and within the Tongass 
National Forest stretches for millennia; and 
 
WHEREAS, these lands not only provide our people with food, they essentially define who we are and where 
we come from; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds that ensure a clean drinking water supply 
for our Tribal citizens 
 



WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas contain many sites sacred to Tribal citizens and other Alaska Natives 
who use these roadless areas for spiritual and religious practices and other customary uses and activities; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity, serve as a bulwark against the spread of 
invasive species; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas help ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife 
habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 
WHEREAS, given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-growth 
forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon stores in the world and the 
conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas 
 
 
 
on the Tongass is essential for maintaining America's resilience and slowing down climate change throughout 
the world; and 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, the Roadless Rule prevents the disturbance of soils and wasteful construction of damaging roads 
in inventoried roadless areas; and 
 
WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass timber is uncompetitive 
because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from 
markets, and less expensive substitutes; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Tongass timber industry represents less than one percent of today's jobs and earnings in 
Southeast Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are over 5,000 miles of roads already crisscrossing the Tongass National Forest, 
fragmenting valuable wildlife habitat, threatening salmon by blocking fish passage, and serving as the primary 
source of sediment into fish streams; and 
 
WHEREAS, spending millions of taxpayer dollars to build roads in inventoried Tongass roadless areas makes 
no economic sense, particularly given the agency's enormous road maintenance backlog; and 
 
WHEREAS, at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed roadless rule, nearly 60 
percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the Tongass National Forest 
in the final roadless rule, and has only grown to upward of 80 percent to date; and 
 
WHEREAS, after the hearing held in Ketchikan during the summer of 2002 on the draft supplemental 
environmental impact prepared to evaluate recommendations for designating additional inventoried roadless 
areas on the Tongass as Wilderness, the Ketchikan Daily News reported that roughly 85 percent of the public 
who testified supported more Wilderness; 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Alaska petitioned the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) to exempt 
Tongass inventoried roadless areas from the Roadless Rule on January 19, 2018; 
 
WHEREAS, for all the above reasons, the State's petition severely mischaracterizes the actual extent and 
impacts of the Roadless Rule on Southeast Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, the State's petition ignores the fact that the USDA narrowly tailored the Roadless Rule to limit only 
two activities in roadless areas, road construction and commercial logging; and 
 
WHEREAS, the State of Alaska's petition ignores the Rule's established exceptions, including Federal Aid 
Highway projects connecting communities, access to mining claims, and logging incidental to otherwise 
permitted activities, including utility corridors and hydropower projects; and 
 



 
 
OVK Resolution No. 2018-24 
 
WHEREAS, on August 2, 2018, the Forest Service signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the 
State of Alaska to develop an Alaska-specific roadless rule that addresses management of inventoried roadless 
areas on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, three days before the MOU was signed and six months after the State filed its petition, the Forest 
Service informed OVK by a letter dated 30 July 2018 that the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Perdue and State of 
Alaska Governor Walker had reached an agreement to prepare an Alaska-specific rule that would replace the 
Roadless Rule and "provid[e] for activities needed to further the State of Alaska's economic development while 
conserving roadless areas for future generations;" and 
 
WHEREAS, the July 30th letter served as an invitation from Acting Regional Forester David E. Schmid to a 
"Tribal Leader" inviting "government-to-government consultation in advance of a formal public comment period 
and an opportunity for your Tribe to participate as a cooperating agency" because of our "expertise on 
subsistence and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska" during preparation of an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) to evaluate the proposed Alaska-specific roadless rule for the Tongass 
National Forest, and other alternative; and. 
 
WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Agriculture, which includes the Forest Service, published a Notice of Intent 
(NOI) published on August 30, 2018 announcing its intent to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) 
and initiate a public rulemaking process; and 
 
WHEREAS, the joint announcement issued by the Forest Service when the MOU was signed promises to leave 
unaffected Tongass lands designated Wilderness by Congress, no mention is made of the fate of nearly 
900,000 acres of Legislated LUD II lands designated for perpetual protection from logging and roadbuilding by 
Congress in the 1990 Tongass Timber Reform Act and the 2014 Sealaska Lands Bill; and 
 
WHEREAS, Kuiu Island and the surrounding smaller islands are important to the residents of Kake, especially 
the coastal areas near Kake. Areas most often associated with higher values include the Keku Islands, Kadake 
Bay and Creek, Port Camden, Rocky Pass, and the East Kuiu Roadless Area on the south and east side of 
Kuiu Island in addition to all of Kupreanof; 
 
WHEREAS, any rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within our traditional territory in 
what became Inventoried Roadless Areas of the Tongass National Forest will substantially affect the existing 
2016 Tongass Land Management Plan Amendment; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2016 Plan Amendment excluded all roadless areas from the available timber base, the 
agency's failure to consult and coordinate forest planning with OVK will impair the Tribe's ability to fulfill its 
responsibility to "protect the general welfare and security" of Tribal citizens; and. 
 
 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 1350-002, and Forest Service 
Manual (FSM), the United States Forest Service adopted an official policy (FSM 1563.02, paragraph 4) to 
"[s]upport the aspirations of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples." Specifically, this means 
"that agency officials should consult with indigenous people [mdash] the duly elected officials of federally 
recognized tribes and the traditional holders of Indian religions, knowledge, and practices [mdash] early in their 
decision-making processes;" and 
 
WHEREAS, as provided in FSM 1563.03, it is the policy of the Forest Service that "Indian tribes will be 
provided the opportunity for timely and meaningful government-to-government consultation regarding actions 
which may have tribal implications" and such consultation requires the agency to "[c]ollaboratively involve 
Indian tribes, as early as possible, in the development of regulatory and management policies, resource and 



land management plans, study plans and actions, and Federal undertakings that may have tribal implications;" 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the USDA and Forest Service entered into an MOU with the State of Alaska and issued the NOI 
for preparation of an EIS for an Alaska-specific roadless rule without prior consultation or collaboration with 
OVK; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Forest Service has not explained adequately why it failed to fulfill its responsibilities to consult 
with the Tribe; and the State of Alaska continues to resist all efforts to develop and work in a government to 
government relationship with the Tribes and never consulted with the OVS before filing its petition with the 
USDA; and 
 
WHEREAS,WHEREAS,WHEREAS Governor Walker issued Administrative Order 299, establishing the 
Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) on September 5, 2018; andAlaska Governor Walker 
appointed 13 Alaskans to the CAC, including the Alaska State Forester, to advise the State of Alaska on the 
future management of inventoried roadless area in the Tongass National Forest; andthe Governor appointed a 
single Alaska Native to represent all Tribal perspectives for the seventeen federally-recognized Tribes of 
Alaska Natives in Southeast Alaska on the CAC, a gigantic and unrealistic burden for one person; and 
 
 
 
WHEREAS, the only other Alaska Native on the CAC represents Sealaska Corporation; and 
 
WHEREAS, Sealaska is an Alaska Native for-profit Corporation established under the Alaska Native Claims 
Settlement Act -- not a Tribe; and 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, OVK strongly supports lasting protection for all inventoried roadless areas 
within OVK's traditional territory now within the Tongass National Forest as provided for in the Roadless Rule; 
and 
 
 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, given the serious and long lasting Tribal implications from any 
reduction in current Roadless Rule protections, we strongly object to the Forest Service's failure to consult with 
OVK before deciding to grant the State of Alaska's petition and begin a review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act and public rulemaking process; 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the only changes to the Roadless Rule that OVK can support is 
an update to the inventory used to define inventoried roadless areas subject to the Rule on the Tongass to 
include approximately 350,000 acres excluded from the 1995 inventory used for developing the 2001 Roadless 
Rule because the agency assumed approved logging development would occur [mdash] when it did not; 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, the Forest Service must also initiate consultation, coordination, and 
accommodation of Tribal interests in any changes to TLMP connected with this rulemaking process. 
 
2019 Annual Convention  
 Suquamish, Washington 
 
RESOLUTION #19 - 58 
 
"SUPPORT OF THE 'NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE' AS THE PREFERRED  
ALTERNATIVE IN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST, ALASKA ROADLESS  
RULEMAKING PROCESS" 
 
PREAMBLE 
 
We, the members of the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians of the United States, invoking the divine blessing 
of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves and our descendants rights 
secured under Indian Treaties, Executive Orders, and benefits to which we are entitled under the laws and 



constitution of the United States and several states, to enlighten the public toward a better understanding of the 
Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, and otherwise to promote the welfare of the Indian people, do 
hereby establish and submit the following resolution: 
 
WHEREAS, the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians (ATNI) are representatives of and advocates for national, 
regional, and specific tribal concerns; and 
 
WHEREAS, ATNI is a regional organization comprised of American Indians/Alaska Natives and tribes in the 
states of Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Montana, Nevada, Northern California, and Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, the health, safety, welfare, education, economic and employment opportunity, and preservation of 
cultural and natural resources are primary goals and objectives of the ATNI; and 
 
WHEREAS, tribes of Alaska's southeast region are federally recognized Indian Tribes under federal law and 
these Tribes' traditional territory includes lands within and around the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
 
 
AFFILIATED TRIBES OF NORTHWEST INDIANS RESOLUTION #19 - 58 
 
WHEREAS, protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal traditional and customary foods requires 
careful cultural stewardship and protection of tribal traditional environmental and natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, indigenous peoples' longstanding care of the ancestral lands, now classified as "inventoried 
roadless areas" (IRA) and, within the Tongass National Forest, has been in place for millennia and these lands 
not only provide indigenous people with food, they essentially define who we are and where we come from; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds which provide cold, clean water that has 
sustained Tribal ways of life since time immemorial and, inventoried roadless areas contain many sacred sites 
integral to Tribal spiritual, religious, and traditional practices; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help ensure the continued protection of 
indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 
WHEREAS, given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored carbon in our intact old-growth 
forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon stores in the world and the 
conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass is essential for slowing down climate change 
throughout the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass timber is uncompetitive 
because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high labor costs, distance from 
markets, and less expensive substitutes and the Tongass timber industry represents less than one percent of 
today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed roadless rule, nearly 60 
percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the Tongass National Forest 
in the final roadless rule, and has grown to upward of 80 percent to date; and 
 
WHEREAS, any rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within Tribal traditional territory of 
the Tongass National Forest will substantially affect Southeast Tribes' inherent Tribal rights to traditional and 
customary uses of the land; now 
 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Tribes enjoying customary and traditional uses of the Tongass National 
Forest strongly support lasting protection for inventoried roadless areas within the Tongass National Forest as 
provided in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that ATNI requests the Secretary of Agriculture to select the 'no-action 
alternative' as the preferred alternative in the Tongass National Forest, Alaska - Roadless Rulemaking process. 
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AFFILIATED TRIBES OF NORTHWEST INDIANS RESOLUTION #19 - 58 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
The foregoing resolution was adopted at the 2019 Annual Convention of the Affiliated Tribes of  
 Northwest Indians, held at Suquamish Clearwater Casino Resort, Suquamish, Washington, on  
 October 7-10, 2019, with a quorum present. 
 
 
 
 ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES  
 2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION  
 RESOLUTION 19-56 
 
 
 
TITLE: DECLARATION FOR CLIMATE CHANGE STATE OF EMERGENCY IN ALASKA 
 
WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization in Alaska and 
its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 
12 regional nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 
 
WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political voice of the 
entire Alaska Native community; and 
 
WHEREAS: The First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide convening of 
Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska Native cultures and language groups in order 
to enhance and perpetuate the unique spirits and identities of our people; and 
 
WHEREAS: The purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 
knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power of participants as leaders today, 
and advance solutions such as these resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our 
communities; and 
 
WHEREAS: We the indigenous youth and future leaders of Alaska are concerned for the survival of our future 
generations, ways of life, traditional lands, intact ecosystems, emotional, spiritual, and mental well-being due to 
Climate Change; and 
 
WHEREAS: Our indigenous lands and waters are warming at twice the rate as the rest of the world. Many 
communities across the state face hardships directly correlated with Climate Change, such as the extreme 
warming temperatures which melt the permafrost, causing mass erosion, resulting in the relocation of entire 
communities along with devastating the natural habitats of our animal and plant relatives. These impacts have 
disrupted indigenous seasonal hunting and gathering traditions; and 
 
WHEREAS: In recent years we have lost community members due to unpredictable and unsafe ice conditions, 
have seen the die off and disease of seals, salmon, migratory birds, shellfish, whales, polar bears, and 
recognize that these are also our relatives; and 
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WHEREAS: We, the Alaska Native youth, are asking our tribal leaders to consider, as is traditional, the future 
of their grandchildren and the generations to come. 
 



NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 
Federation of Natives will reinstate a climate action leadership task force within the Alaska Federation of 
Natives to advance indigenous voices and advocate for strong climate policies that will ensure the survival of 
future generations and to declare a state of emergency on Climate Change. 
 
 
 
 ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES  
 2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION  
 RESOLUTION 19-57 
 
 
 
TITLE: PROTECT CLEAN WATER AND WATER DEPENDENT SPECIES 
 
WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization in Alaska and 
its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 
12 regional nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 
 
WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political voice of the 
entire Alaska Native community; and 
 
WHEREAS: the First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide convening of 
Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska Native cultures and language groups in order 
to enhance and perpetuate the unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 
 
WHEREAS: the purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 
knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power of participants as leaders today, 
and advance solutions such as these resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our 
communities; and 
 
WHEREAS: Water was always treated with the utmost respect, and traditional and customary foods requires 
careful cultural stewardship and protection of indigenous environmental and natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS: Alaska's indigenous peoples have relied on clean water; the health of our water is the most 
important issue in protecting our wild salmon, the entire ecosystem, and all species that rely on water; and 
 
WHEREAS: Our spiritual connection to the land, air, sea and resources which are abound; gives our people 
purpose and identity which is more than just water and food, it provides the ability to harvest resources from 
nature which gives each person, family, and community a reason to live in the areas we have inhabited for 
millennia. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 
Federation of Natives agree that the future of the generations yet to come hinge upon actions taken today by 
tribal, regional non-profits, ANCSA Corporations, state and federal leaders to protect the health of our waters 
and wild salmon therefore any current or future regulation, statute change, or new statute must meet this 
standard of protecting our traditional Native ways of living and will use the tribal consultation to do so. 
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NOWBE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual 
 
The National Congress of American Indians  
 Resolution #ABQ-19-029 
 



TITLE: Oppose Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal 
Traditional Territories and Support the 'No-Action Alternative' in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking 
 
WHEREAS, we, the members of the National Congress of American Indians of the United States, invoking the 
divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves and our 
descendants the inherent sovereign rights of our Indian nations, rights secured under Indian treaties and 
agreements with the United States, and all other rights and benefits to which we are entitled under the laws and 
Constitution of the United States and the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, to 
enlighten the public toward a better understanding of the Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, and 
otherwise promote the health, safety and welfare of the Indian people, do hereby establish and submit the 
following resolution; and 
 
WHEREAS, the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) was established in 1944 and is the oldest and 
largest national organization of American Indian and Alaska Native tribal governments; and 
 
WHEREAS, tribes of Alaska's southeast region are federally recognized Indian tribes under federal law and 
these tribes' traditional territory includes homelands within and around the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
WHEREAS, protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal traditional and customary foods requires 
careful cultural stewardship and protection of tribal traditional environmental and natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS, indigenous peoples' longstanding care of the ancestral lands now classified as "inventoried 
roadless areas" (IRA) within the Tongass National Forest has been in place for millennia and these lands not 
only provide indigenous people with food, they essentially define who we are and where we come from; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds that ensure a clean drinking water for our 
tribal citizens and inventoried roadless areas contain many sites sacred to tribal citizens who use these 
roadless areas for spiritual, religious, and traditional practices and other customary uses and activities; and 
 
WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help ensure the continued protection of 
indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 
 
 
NCAI 2019 Annual Resolution ABQ-19-029 
 
WHEREAS, given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored carbon in intact old-growth forest 
and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon stores in the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, the conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas in, for example, the Tongass National Forest 
- the largest temperate rainforest in the United States - is essential for slowing down climate change throughout 
the world; and 
 
WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's economic experts, Tongass National Forest timber is 
uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high labor costs, 
distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes and they also note that the Tongass timber industry 
represents less than one percent of today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; and 
 
WHEREAS, at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed roadless rule, nearly 60 
percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the Tongass National Forest 
in the final roadless rule, and this support has only grown to upward of 80 percent to date; and 
 
WHEREAS, the best available science and traditional ecological knowledge support the conclusion that the 'no 
action alternative' should be the preferred alternative to the roadless rule changes. 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) opposes any 
rulemaking that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within tribal traditional territories, including 
the Tongass National Forest; and 
 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, such change would substantially and negatively affect the inherent rights of 
tribes to use the land in traditional and customary ways; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that NCAI opposes any action that negatively affects traditional lands and 
waters without the affected tribes' consent; and 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in light of proposed changes to the Roadless Rule protections as applied to 
the Tongass National Forest, the National Congress of American Indians strongly supports a 'no-action 
alternative' to narrowing the protections provided by the Roadless Rule to all National Forest lands within tribal 
traditional territories; and 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that this resolution shall be the policy of NCAI until it is withdrawn or modified by 
subsequent resolution. 
 
 
 
[Attached is the Constitution and By-Laws of the Organized Village of Kake Alaska] 
 
[Attached is a Kake Community Use Map] 
 
[Attached is a letter to Secretary Perdue and receipt for services rendered that includes but not limited to the 
Organized Village of Kake's (OVK) capacity for specialized knowledge and expertise on land management, 
subsistence, natural resources, and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska in regard to the 
Alaska specific Roadless Rulemaking process that started fall of 20I8.] 
 
[Attached is a letter from the Organized Village of Kake submitted as part of the scoping period on September 
7, 2018.] 
 
[Attached is a response on the Roadless Rule in Alaska from the Organized Village of Kake submitted to 
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff on October 10, 2018] 
 
[Attached is Resolution No. 2018-24: Continued Tribal Support for Application of National Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass National Forest] 
 
[Attached is are two maps of the territory of the Kake Tiingit] 
 
[Attached is a letter submitted to Secretary Perdue requesting an official government to government 
consultation with regards to proposed Alaska-specific roadless-rule dated on February 5, 2019.] 
 
[Attached is a letter to Secretary Sonny Perdue, Secretary of Agriculture, expressing concern over lack of 
consultation] 
 
[Attached is a press release from Tribal Leaders expressing concern over the handling of the proposed Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule dated October 29, 2019] 
 
[Attached is Resolution #19-58 in Support of No Action Alternative] 
 
[Attached is Resolution #19-56 a DECLARATION FOR CLIMATE CHANGE STATE OF EMERGENCY IN 
ALASKA] 
 
[Attached is Resolution #19-57 to PROTECT CLEAN WATER AND WATER DEPENDENT SPECIES] 
 
[Attached is Resolution #ABQ-19-029 from the National Congress of American Indians expressing opposition to 
the proposed Roadless Rule changes]. 
 
[Attached is are 58 additional resolutions from the 2019 Annual AFN Convention Resolutions.] 
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Comments: 
Request for extension of Comment period 
 
Please find attached letter. 
 
 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
 
 
Dawn Khaaxw[aacute]an Jackson 
 
Executive Director 
 
Organized Village of Kake 
 
 
 
Core Purpose: Strengthen Tribal Community and Culture 
 
Core Values: Respect, Collaboration, Endurance, Safety and Security 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
Troy D. Heithecker 
 
Acting Forest Supervisor  
 Tongass National Forest  
 Ketchikan, Alaska 99901  
 Troy.d.heithecker@usda.gov 
 
Extension request for commenting on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Acting Forest Supervisor Heithecker, 
 
The Organized Village of Kake would like to submit an official request you extend the comment period on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for an additional 90 days. Due to weather 
delays and poor planning, the Organized Village of Kake and the broader community is at an unacceptable 
disadvantage for learning about the effects of the proposed full exemption and the rulemaking process, and 
now has an extremely limited amount of time to comment on the project after the public meeting and 
subsistence hearing. Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS are due December 17, 2019. The 
proposed public meeting for Kake is on December 7, 2019. Ten days is a completely insufficient amount of time 
for the Forest Service to educate our community citizens, tribal council, tribal citizens, and city government, and 
for us fully deliberate on the most appropriate response and contribute thoughtful, effective comments. 
 
The Forest Service was originally scheduled to host a public meeting and subsistence hearing in Kake on 
November 8th, 2019. OVK got notice that this meeting was cancelled on the morning of November 7, 2019. 
The Forest Service then rescheduled the meeting for November 22nd, 2019. This meeting was also cancelled 



due to weather, and OVK received notice on the morning of November 21, 2019. The Forest Service has now 
rescheduled the public meeting and subsistence hearing on December 7, 2019, to accommodate for OVK's 
participation in the BIA conference in Anchorage during the first week of December. However, the late date of 
this meeting, now December 7th, and the potential for it to be further rescheduled due to weather puts our tribal 
council, tribal citizens, and the entire community of Kake at a crucial disadvantage during this rulemaking 
process and thus hinders everyone's ability to effectively participate in the rulemaking process. 
 
The Organized Village of Kake, our tribal citizens, and our community are at the frontlines of this issue and will 
be the most directly impacted by any exemption from the current protections provided for by the 2001 Roadless 
Rule or failure to improve the rule by including roughly 350,000 acres that were wrongly excluded from the 
inventory used to support the 2001 Rule. These excluded roadless areas include customarily and traditionally 
important lands in the East Kuiu (VCUs 4160, 4170, 4180) and Three mile Arm (VCU 4190). Therefore, it is 
critical that the Forest Service make every effort to come to the community of Kake and educate our Tribe and 
community citizens on the potential effects of this rulemaking process. However, we do not believe that every 
effort has been made. Not once before the other two cancelled meetings were precautions taken to arrive early 
or in a different mode of transportation (boat, ferry, floatplane) in order to ensure that the meeting would occur, 
despite the Forest Service being well aware of the dynamic weather of Southeast Alaska and the challenges it 
poses for travel, especially during the winter season. 
 
 
 
Organized Village of Kake 
 
Request for extension 
 
AK-specific Roadless Rulemaking Process 
 
Page 2 
 
Obviously, the Alaskans most directly affected by this proposal are at the height of our busy festive seasons, 
which are full of potlatches, community gatherings, cultural events, and seasonal markets. Furthermore, OVK's 
input on the rulemaking process has already been hindered due to the agency's strict, politically driven timeline 
for input. There was inadequate time for tribes to review draft documents, which consisted of hundreds of 
pages of draft language and maps. The tribal governments of Southeast Alaska are small organizations with 
minimal work staff. The Organized Village of Kake, which participated as a cooperating agency in the process, 
received only nine days to review and comment on the preliminary DEIS that was more than 500 pages in 
length. This particular comment period occurred last February, while the Tribe was feeling the effects of the 
government shutdown and heavily reduced funding for tribal government operations, in addition to multiple 
deadlines to meet during the spring and summer months. Together, these constituted a great burden for OVK 
because tribal citizens had to take time away from their subsistence activities to participate in cooperating 
agency meetings, and because we had to use our own scarce resources to support our staff in meeting the 
comment deadline. As you are aware, OVK and other tribal cooperating agencies did not receive a $2 million 
grant from the Forest Service to participate as cooperating agencies in this process, unlike the State of Alaska. 
 
We appreciate the efforts of the Forest Service to schedule these meetings at a time when the majority of tribal 
citizens and OVK's tribal council will be present for them. However, we do not believe that we should be put at 
a disadvantage due to previously scheduled commitments (such as the BIA conference in Anchorage during 
the first week of December) that our Tribe depends on to learn how to enhance the services that we provide for 
our citizens. The Forest Service scheduled the public meeting in Kake to occur three weeks into the start of the 
comment period. Weather in southeast Alaska during the winter months is well-known to be extremely 
unpredictable and hard to travel in, and we believe that the Forest Service should have anticipated this and 
planned for an extended comment period from the beginning, as per our other extension requests. 
 
Many Southeast Alaska communities have a majority minority population. Communities in this region are 
predominantly rural, and we retain subsistence lifestyles in a mixed, subsistence/cash-income economy. Our 
continued traditional and cultural uses of the lands and waters contribute to the physical and spiritual 
well[shy]being of our people and communities and help to maintain a close relationship to the land and our 
kinship ties. As Alaska Natives, we depend on the integrity of the forest and the streams now more than ever 
for cultural integrity than 



 
For all these reasons, we are asking you to grant an extension of the review period for the ROADLESS RULE 
DEIS for another 45 days. Your favorable response would be a practicable means for the agency to encourage 
and facilitate public involvement in agency management of the Tongass National Forest, America's biggest, 
wettest, and wildest national forest. Thank you for your expeditious response to our request. 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
Joel Jackson  
 President 
 
[Position] 
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CONSTITUTION AND BY-LAWS OF THE ORGANIZED 
VILLAGE OF KAKE, ALASKA 

PREAMBLE 

We, the Kake Indians of Alaska, an Indian band or tribe, in order 
to promote our welfare through the development and operation of 
social and economic enterprises, do ordain and establish this Consti
tution and By-laws in accordance with, and by authority of, the Acts 
of Congress of June 18,1934 (48 Stat. 984), and May 1,1936 (49 Stat. 
1250). 

ARTICLE I—NAME 

SECTION 1. The name of this organization shall be the Organized 
Village of Kake, hereinafter referred to as the Village. 

ARTICLE II—MEMBERSHIP 

SECTION 1. The membership of this Village shall be as follows: 
(a) All persons whose names appear on the roll of those entitled to 

vote on the adoption of this Constitution and By-laws, consisting of 
the residents of this Village, as provided in Article VI, section 2, of 
the By-laws. Within one year from the approval of this Constitution 
the Council elected under this Constitution may make corrections in 
this roll, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

(5) All children both of whose parents are enrolled members of the 
Village. 

(c) All children one of whose parents is an enrolled member of the 
Village and has a permanent home in the Village at the time of the 
adoption of the Constitution or of the birth of the children. 

(d) All other persons of Indian blood who are adopted by the 
Council. 

SEC. 2. All members and their minor children who cease to make a 
permanent home in the Village shall cease to be members of this Village 
until they resume their residence. 

SEC. 3. Any member who, after notice and an opportunity to present 
his defense, is found guilty by the Village of fraud or misconduct in 
his relations with the Village or of working deliberately against the 
interests of the Village may be expelled by a two-thirds vote of the 
members present at any regular or special meeting. A person so ex-

( l ) 
888872—«0 
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pelled may be reinstated as a member upon written application filed 
with the Secretary of the Council and two-thirds vote of the member
ship present at any regular meeting. 

SEC. 4. The Council may make rules and regulations governing the 
enrollment and adoption of members and the conditions under which 
a member may abandon his membership, or having abandoned it, be 
readmitted to membership, subject to approval by the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

SEC. 5. Definition of Residence.—Any person shall be considered a 
resident of the neighborhood of Kake who maintains a home within 
the Village or in any area of lands occupied or claimed by the Kake 
Indians. 

ARTICLE I I I — T H E GOVEHNINOX BODT 

SECTION 1. The governing body of this Village shall be a Council 
composed of the president and six members, elected by the membership 
of the village over the age of 18. 

SEC. 2. The membership of the Village shall meet on the second 
Monday in October and third Monday in February of each year, at 
which time it may increase the size of the Council, or otherwise regu
late the size of the Council: Provided, That the number is not reduced 
to less than six; and may attend to such other business as may be law
ful. At the regular meeting of the Village on the third Monday in 
February, the members of the Village shall make nominations and de
termine the candidates for election. 

SEC. 3. Council members shall be elected on the annual election date 
and shall serve for a period of two years or until their successors are 
elected and qualified. Vacancies may be filled by the Council but only 
pending the next meeting of the Village, when a new member shall be 
elected to fill the unexpired term. 

SEC. 4. The president shall be elected annually to serve for a term 
of one year. 

SEC. 5. The first regular Council elected under this Constitution 
shall divide itself into two equal groups "A" and "B" , by drawing lots, 
whereupon the term of office of those in group "A'' shall terminate 
on the election date of each even-numbered year and the term of those 
in group "B"' shall terminate on the annual election date of each odd-
numbered year. Thereafter each member of the Council shall serve 
two years. 

SEC. 6. The Council shall organize itself within 30 days after each 
annual election date by electing from within its membership a vice 
president, and from within or without, a secretary, a treasurer, and 
such other officers as it may deem necessary. Officers elected from 
without the Council shall not vote therein. 
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ARTICLE IV—ELECTIONS 

SECTION 1. The annual election date shall be the first Thursday 
after the third Monday in April. 

SEC. 2. Within 60 days after the approval of this Constitution, the 
Mayor of Kake shall call and supervise an election of a Temporary 
Council to serve until the first regular election under this Constitution. 

SEC. 3. Any adult member of this Village as defined in Article V, 
section 2 of the By-laws shall have the right to vote in all Village 
elections, except on the ratification of this Constitution and amend
ments thereto the voter must be 21 years of age or over. 

SEC. 4. All elections shall be by secret ballot and shall be held in 
accordance with the rules and regulations of the Council. 

SEC. 5. I t shall be the duty of the secretary to notify each person 
of his election within five days thereafter. 

ARTICLE V—POWERS 

SECTION 1. The Council shall exercise the following powers, subject 
to any limitations imposed by the statutes or Constitution of the 
United States and subject further to all express restrictions upon such 
powers contained in this Constitution and By-laws. 

(a) To negotiate with the Federal and Territorial Governments on 
behalf of the Village and to advise and consult with representatives 
of the Interior Department on all activities of the Department that 
may affect the Village of Kake. 

(b) To employ legal counsel. So long as the law requires it, the 
choice of counsel and fixing of fees shall be subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

(r) To manage and control all the economic affairs and enterprises 
of the Village in accordance with the terms of a charter which may be 
issued to the Village by the Secretary of the Interior. 

(d) To prevent the sale, disposition, lease or encumbrance of Vil
lage land, interest in land or waters or in other assets of the Village 
without the consent of the Council. 

(e) To organize or to charter associations of its members for eco
nomic purposes and to regulate the same. 

(/) To provide for the guardianship of the persons and property 
of minors and mental incompetents, consistent with Territorial and 
Federal law. 

(g) To levy dues, fees, assessments, and fines on the members for 
Village purposes, and charges on non-members for the use of property 
of the Village, and to provide for the collection thereof. 

(A) To provide for filling vacancies in office consistent with this 
Constitution. 
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(i) To advise the Secretary of the Interior with regard to all appro
priation estimates for Federal projects for the benefit of the Village 
prior to the submission of such estimates to the Bureau of the Budget 
and to Congress. 

(j) To make assignments of Village lands to members of the Village 
in accordance with the custom of the Village or the regulations of the 
Council. 

(k) To protect and preserve the timber, fisheries and other property 
and natural resources of the Village. 

(I) To aid needy members and protect the general welfare and 
security of the Village. 

SEC. 2. The Council of the Village of Kake may exercise such fur
ther powers as may in the future be delegated to the Council by mem
bers of the Village or by the Federal or Territorial Government. 

SEC. 3. Any rights and powers previously possessed by the Village 
of Kake but not expressly referred to in this Constitution shall not be 
abridged by this Constitution, but may be exercised by the people of 
the Village in a referendum vote with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

ARTICLE VT—BILL OP BIGHTS 

SECTION 1. The Council shall not restrict or in any way abridge 
the rights of its members guaranteed under the Constitution of the 
United States but it shall be its duty to see that the full constitutional 
rights thereof are maintained and preserved. 

SEC. 2. All members of the Village shall be accorded equal right 
and opportunity to participate in and enjoy the resources, property, 
and benefits of this organization. 

ARTICLE VII—KEMOVAL OF OFFICERS 

SECTION 1. 

(a) Any member or officer of the Council who is convicted of a 
felony or any offense involving dishonesty shall forfeit his office; 

(b) Any member of the Council who is absent from the regular 
meetings of the Council for a period of three months without cause or 
excuse, may have his seat declared vacant by the Council, whereupon 
the Council shall fill it as in other vacancies. 

(e) Rectdl—TJpon a petition signed by one-third of the adult 
members of the Village asking the recall of any member of the Council, 
the Council shall call a special meeting of the Village to vote upon his 
recall. If the Council member is recalled, the Village members shall 
proceed to elect his successor to fill the unexpired term. 
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ARTICLE VIII—FEDERATION 

The Council may for the purpose of forming a federation or union 
with other organizations of like character appoint a committee to 
meet with such other organizations, and submit its findings to the 
said Council for appropriate action, 

ARTICLE IX—AMENDMENTS 

This Constitution and By-laws may be amended by a majority vote 
of the members of the Village of Kake twenty-one years of age or over 
voting at an election called for the purpose by the Secretary of the 
Interior: Provided, That at least 30 percent of those entitled to vote 
shall vote in such election; but no amendment shall become effective 
until it shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior. I t 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to call an election 
upon receipt of written resolution signed by a majority of the Council. 

BY-LAWS OP THE ORGANIZED VILLAGE OF KAKE 

ARTICLE I—DUTIES OP OFFICERS 

SECTION 1. The President of the Council shall preside over all meet
ings of the Village and shall be chairman of the Council exercising the 
usual duties of chairman and any others delegated to him. He may 
vote in Council meetings only in case of a tie or where the vote is by 
ballot. 

SEC. 2. The Council shall elect a Vice President who shall act as 
president in the absence or disability of the President. 

SEC. 3. The Secretary of the Council shall conduct all correspond
ence and keep a complete and accurate record of all business trans
acted at Council or Village meetings. 

The Secretary shall record all rules, regulations, and ordinances in 
appropriate books, indexing the same and assigning short titles, and 
may publish the same for the information of the Village. 

SEC. 4. The Treasurer of the Council shall accept, receive, receipt 
for, reserve, and safeguard all funds in the custody of the Council, 
whether Village funds or other funds for which the Council is re
sponsible. He shall deposit all such funds in such banks or elsewhere 
as directed by the Council. He shall make and preserve a faithful 
record of such funds and shall report to the Council all receipts and 
expenditures and the amount and nature of all funds in his possession 
or custody. He shall not pay out or authorize disbursement of any 
funds for which he is responsible except in the manner authorized by 
the Council. 
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The books and records of the Treasurer shall be audited at least once 
each year by a competent auditor employed by the Council and at 
such other times as the Council shall direct. He shall direct the 
auditor in writing to send two copies of his report to the Juneau Office 
of the Alaska Native Service. He shall also send two copies of his 
trial balance once each month to the Juneau Office. 

The Treasurer shall be required to give bond satisfactory to the 
Council and until he does so all money shall be deposited according to 
the direction of the Juneau Office of the Office of Indian Affairs. The 
Treasurer shall be present at all special or regular meetings of the 
Council. The Treasurer may with the advice and consent of the 
Council appoint assistants. 

SEC. 5. The duties of all appointive officers or agents shall be clearly 
defined by resolution of the Council at the time of their appointment. 

ARTICLE II—QUALIFICATIONS OF OFFICERS 

No person may be a candidate for any elective office unless he has 
the qualifications of a voter. 

ARTICLE III—INSTALLATION OF OFFICERS 

Each person appointed or elected to an office shall subscribe to the 
following oath of office before entering upon the duties thereof: 

" I , , do solemnly swear (or affirm) 
that I will support and defend the Constitution of the United States 
against all enemies; that I will carry out faithfully and impartially 
the duties of my office as to the best of my 
ability; that I will promote and protect the best interests of the 
Organized Village of Kake. in accordance with this Constitution and 
By-laws." 

ARTICLE IV—TIME AND PLACE OF MEETING AND ORDER OF BUSINESS 

SECTION 1. The Council shall meet on the first Thursday of each 
month at 7:30 p. m., unless otherwise ordered by resolution, and may 
meet at such other times as may seem desirable to the Council. 

SEC. 2. A number equal to one-half of the entire membership of the 
Council exclusive of the President shall constitute a quorum. 

SEC. 3. The following shall be the order of business unless changed 
by or with the consent of the Council, namely: 

Call to order by the President; 
Roll call: 
Announcement of quorum; 
Reading the minutes of the last meeting; 
Correction or approval of the minutes of last meeting; 
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Treasurer's report; 
Report of committees; 
Unfinished business; 
New business; 
Adjournment. 

SEC. 4. When there is no special rule, Robert's Rules of Order shall 
be the law governing the procedure of the Council. 

SEC. 5. Every resolution, after the explanatory clauses, shall begin 
with the words: "Be it resolved by the Council of the Organized 
Village of Kake." 

ARTICLE V—DEFINITIONS 

SECTION 1. Where the masculine pronoun is used it shall be under
stood to include the feminine. 

SEC. 2. The word "adult" means a person who is 18 years of age or 
over. 

ARTICLE VI—RATIFICATION 

SECTION 1. This Constitution and By-laws shall be effective when 
ratified by a majority vote of the Kake Indians of Alaska, voting at 
an election called for the purpose by the Secretary of the Interior: 
Provided, That at least 30 percent of the members of the Village of 
Kake twenty-one years of age or over shall vote in such election. 

SEC. 2. The Indians entitled to vote on the ratification of this Con
stitution and on amendments thereto shall be all those Kake Indians 
twenty-one years of age or over whose names appear on a roll of such 
Indians prepared under the Instructions of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

SEC. 3. This Constitution and By-laws are herewith approved by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior and submitted for ratification by 
the Kake Indians of Alaska, in a popular referendum called and held 
under the Instructions of the Secretary of the Interior. 

[SEAL] WILLIAM E. WARNE, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

WASHINGTON, D. C , November 17,1947. 

CERTIFICATION OF ADOPTION 

Pursuant to an order, approved November 17.1947. by the Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior, the attached Constitution and By-laws was 
submitted for ratification to the Kake Indians of Alaska, and was on 
January 27, 1948, duly ratified by a vote of 117 for. and 1 against, in 
an election in which over thirty percent of those entitled to vote cast 
their ballots, in accordance with section 16 of the Indian Reorganiza-
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tion Act of June 18, 1934 (48 Stat. 984), as amended by the Acts of 
June 15,1935 (49 Stat. 378) and May 1,1936 {49 Stat. 1250). 

ERNEST WH-LIAMS, 

Chairman, Election Board. 
CHABLIE JACKSON, 

Secretary, Election Board. 
AKTHUR H. WALKER, 

Government Representative. 
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Richard Chalyee Éesh Peterson, President 
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rpeterson@ccthita-nsn.gov 
(907) 463-7102 
 
Joel Jackson, President  
Organized Village of Kake 
ovkcouncil6@gmail.com 
(907) 785-6471 
 
 

Southeast Alaska Tribal Governments Call for Protection of Tongass National Forest 

Tribal Leaders United in Opposition to Proposed Full Exemption in the Alaska Roadless 
Rulemaking Consultation process 

 
KAKE, ALASKA – In an unprecedented show of unity, six federally recognized Tribal governments stepped 
forward to voice their concern over the federal government’s handling of the proposed Alaska Roadless 
Rulemaking process and its potential negative impact on tribally significant lands in the Tongass National 
Forest. The proposed removal of protections for 9.5 million acres of some of the world’s last remaining 
old growth forest threatens the food security of Southeast Alaska Tribal citizens and imperils efforts to 
grow tourism and sustain commercial fisheries.  

In a joint letter to U.S. Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue, the Angoon Cooperative Association, 
Central Council of Tlingit & Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska, Hoonah Indian Association, Hydaburg 
Cooperative Association, Organized Village of Kake, and Organized Village of Kasaan expressed deep 
disappointment in the year-long process that has not been designed to be fair or equitable from the 
beginning and has completely ignored the Tribal governments’ voices and concerns. Concern was also 
expressed as a rushed timeline seemed more focused on political expediency rather than settling on an 
equitable solution that addressed Tribal concerns. 

“It’s absolutely critical that we be at the table instead of on the menu” stated Richard Peterson, 
President of the Central Council of Tlingit and Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska (CCTHITA). Throughout the 
process Tribal leaders have felt their roles and responsibilities as “cooperating agencies” have been 
undermined by a politically motivated, expedited timeline to be finished by June 2020, even though all 
of the Tribal representatives repeatedly requested extensions in writing, at meetings, and during 
teleconferences with the United States Forest Service. 

“Most Tongass residents support keeping Roadless protections in place,” President of the Organized 
Village of Kake, Joel Jackson said. “We have told Senator Murkowski this, and we have testified to the 
Forest Service, but timber lobbyists asking for taxpayer subsidies to cut down millions of our trees 
appear to be more convincing.” 

The Tribes agreed to participate in this process as “cooperating agencies” in order to have meaningful 
engagement with, and provide our unique knowledge and expertise to, the US Forest Service regarding 

mailto:rpeterson@ccthita-nsn.gov
mailto:ovkcouncil6@gmail.com


the Alaska Roadless rulemaking process. Coming to the table as partners in this process, the Tribal 
leaders have worked to provide comments and input on the six alternatives that were crafted by the 
U.S. Forest Service, who used the recommendations of a diversity of stakeholders in a Citizen Advisory 
Committee convened by Governor Walker as a starting point. These alternatives represented a variety 
of compromises between maintaining Roadless Area characteristics while allowing for local 
infrastructure and economic development needs.  

“We spent our own time, money, and energy to invest in creating a workable compromise for the 
communities of Southeast Alaska to this long-standing controversial issue,” stated Joel Jackson. “We 
then learned that the State of Alaska was granted $2M by the U.S. Forest Service to serve in their 
capacity as a cooperating agency, even though they have never been invested in finding a compromise 
and have advocated overwhelmingly for a full exemption from the start.” The statement was in 
response to the Tribe’s learning that a timber special interest group, the Alaska Forest Association, was 
also granted more than $200,000 for their expertise and participation. 

For many Tribal leaders, this is another indignation and example of environmental injustice as many 
Alaska Native communities bear the brunt of the climate change impacts and extraction policies that 
disrupt if not destroy the ecosystems they  have come to rely upon while their concerns and voices are 
ignored.  

 “Any elected official in Alaska who supports a full exemption, is disregarding their constituents, 
undermining the public process, and ignoring the sovereign Tribal governments – whose people have 
lived and depended on these lands and waters since time immemorial,” said CCTHITA President Richard 
Peterson. 

 
### 

 



 

 

2019 Annual Convention 

Suquamish, Washington 
 

RESOLUTION #19 - 58 

 

“SUPPORT OF THE 'NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE' AS THE PREFERRED 

ALTERNATIVE IN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST, ALASKA ROADLESS 

RULEMAKING PROCESS” 

 

PREAMBLE 

 
We, the members of the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians of the United States, invoking the 

divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves 

and our descendants rights secured under Indian Treaties, Executive Orders, and benefits to 

which we are entitled under the laws and constitution of the United States and several states, to 

enlighten the public toward a better understanding of the Indian people, to preserve Indian 

cultural values, and otherwise to promote the welfare of the Indian people, do hereby establish 

and submit the following resolution: 

 

WHEREAS, the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians (ATNI) are representatives of 

and advocates for national, regional, and specific tribal concerns; and 

 

WHEREAS, ATNI is a regional organization comprised of American Indians/Alaska 

Natives and tribes in the states of Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Montana, Nevada, Northern 

California, and Alaska; and 

 

WHEREAS, the health, safety, welfare, education, economic and employment 

opportunity, and preservation of cultural and natural resources are primary goals and objectives 

of the ATNI; and 

 

WHEREAS, tribes of Alaska’s southeast region are federally recognized Indian Tribes 

under federal law and these Tribes’ traditional territory includes lands within and around the 

Tongass National Forest; and 
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WHEREAS, protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal traditional and 

customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of tribal traditional 

environmental and natural resources; and 

 

WHEREAS, indigenous peoples’ longstanding care of the ancestral lands, now classified 

as "inventoried roadless areas" (IRA) and, within the Tongass National Forest, has been in place 

for millennia and these lands not only provide indigenous people with food, they essentially 

define who we are and where we come from; and 

 

WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds which provide cold, 

clean water that has sustained Tribal ways of life since time immemorial and, inventoried 

roadless areas contain many sacred sites integral to Tribal spiritual, religious, and traditional 

practices; and 

 WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help ensure the 

continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, 

nutritional, and ecological values; and 

WHEREAS, given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored carbon in 

our intact old-growth forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest 

carbon stores in the world and the conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas on the 

Tongass is essential for slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 

 

WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass timber is 

uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high 

labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes and the Tongass timber 

industry represents less than one percent of today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; and 

 

WHEREAS, at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed roadless 

rule, nearly 60 percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including 

the Tongass National Forest in the final roadless rule, and has grown to upward of 80 percent to 

date; and 

 

WHEREAS, any rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within Tribal 

traditional territory of the Tongass National Forest will substantially affect Southeast Tribes’ 

inherent Tribal rights to traditional and customary uses of the land; now 

 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Tribes enjoying customary and traditional uses 

of the Tongass National Forest strongly support lasting protection for inventoried roadless areas 

within the Tongass National Forest as provided in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that ATNI requests the Secretary of Agriculture to 

select the 'no-action alternative' as the preferred alternative in the Tongass National Forest, 

Alaska - Roadless Rulemaking process. 
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CERTIFICATION 

 

The foregoing resolution was adopted at the 2019 Annual Convention of the Affiliated Tribes of 

Northwest Indians, held at Suquamish Clearwater Casino Resort, Suquamish, Washington, on 

October 7-10, 2019, with a quorum present. 

 

 

 

        

______________________________  ______________________________ 

Leonard Forsman, President    Norma Jean Louie, Secretary 



2019 Annual AFN Convention 
Resolutions 

Title Name 
Convention 

Action 

SPECIAL RECOGNITION 

19-1
A RESOLUTION RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF FRED T. 
“TED” ANGASAN TO THE ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITY AND 
FOR HIS MANY YEARS OF SERVICE 

PASS 

HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE 

19-2
URGING THE STATE OF ALASKA TO RESPOND TO THE PUBLIC 
SAFETY CRISIS BY UPHOLDING ITS CONSTITUTIONAL 
RESPONSIBILITIES 

PASS 

19-3
A RESOLUTION REQUESTING STATE AND FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 
CONTROLLING THE SPREAD OF ILLEGAL DRUGS IN ALASKA VIA 
SMALL PLANE AND FERRY 

A&P 

19-4

URGING CONGRESS TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC ELIGIBILITY FOR 
TRIBES, TRIBAL ENTITIES AND ALASKA NATIVE CORPORATIONS 
INTO THE FEDERAL EMPLOYEE HEALTH BENEFITS PROGRAM 
(FEHB) 

A&P 

19-5
LACK OF VETERINARY CARE IS AN UNMET PUBLIC HEALTH NEED 
IN RURAL ALASKA 

A&P 

19-6 STATE SUPPORT ON BEHAVIORAL HEALTH A&P 

19-7
SUPPORT FOR A DEDICATED TRIBAL SET-ASIDE IN THE VICTIMS 
OF CRIME ACT (VOCA) FUND 

PASS 

19-8

CALLING UPON THE INHERENT RESPONSIBILITY OF THE STATE, 
FEDERAL, AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE 
DISPROPORTIONALLY HIGH RATES OF VIOLENCE AGAINST 
WOMEN OF INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES AND MISSING AND 
MURDERED INDIGENOUS WOMEN  

A&P 

A&P = Amended and Passed 



19-9 

CALLING UPON CONGRESS PROMPTLY TO ENACT LEGISLATION 
RECOGNIZING THE JURISDICTION OF ALL TRIBAL NATIONS IN 
ALASKA TO PROSECUTE DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, SEXUAL 
VIOLENCE, CHILD ABUSE, AND RELATED CRIMES IN ALASKA 
NATIVE VILLAGES 

A&P 

19-11 
MEDICAID: MEDICAID EXPANSION AS AN ADVOCACY PRIORITY 
FOR AFN 

PASS 

19-12 
CALLING ON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE TO AMEND GRANT 
APPLICATIONS TO REFLECT ALASKAN REALITY 

PASS 

19-13 
STOPPING THE SILENCE OF SEXUAL ASSAULT AND THE IMPACT 
ON ALASKA NATIVE PEOPLE 

A&P 

19-14 
SUPPORT FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF HEALTH OUTPATIENT 
HOUSING IN RURAL ALASKA COMMUNITIES 

A&P 

19-15 
REQUESTING THE DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT TO ADDRESS THE HOUSING NEEDS IN RURAL 
ALASKA 

A&P 

19-16 
A RESOLUTION TO RAISE AWARENESS AND GAIN SUPPORT TO 
BACKHAUL HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE OUT OF RURAL 
ALASKA COMMUNITIES AND TO RESPONSIBLY RECYCLE THEM 

PASS 

19-17 
A RESOLUTION URGING GOVERNOR DUNLEAVY TO REVERSE 
THE RATE INCREASES AT THE ALASKA PIONEER HOMES 

A&P 

19-18 
FULLY FUNDED PUBLIC SAFETY INFRASTRUCTURE IN RURAL 
ALASKA 

PASS 

19-19 
A RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR THE ALASKA STATE 
LEGISLATURE VILLAGE PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER WORKING 
GROUP 

A&P 

19-20 
A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE 
ALASKA TRIBAL CHILD WELFARE COMPACT 

A&P 

19-21 
ADDRESSING CHILDHOOD AND HISTORICAL TRAUMA IN OUR 
NATIVE COMMUNITIES 

PASS 

19-22 
REQUEST FOR THE ALASKA STATE TROOPERS TO DISCLOSE THE 
NAMES OF THE 101 COLD CASE HOMICIDE VICTIMS 

PASS 

19-23 
SUPPORTING S. 1703 & H.R. 3077 THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING 
TAX CREDIT IMPROVEMENT ACT (AHCIA) OF 2019 

PASS 

2 



19-24 
URGING THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE AND GOVERNOR OF 
ALASKA TO RESTORE FUNDING TO THE ALASKA HOUSING 
FINANCE CORPORATION’S WEATHERIZATION PROGRAM 

PASS 

19-25 
SUPPORTING THE BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, HOUSING 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM WITH AN APPROPRIATION AMOUNT 
OF $23 MILLION 

PASS 

19-26 

SUPPORTING INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS TO $800 MILLION 
FOR THE NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION ACT (NAHASDA) INDIAN HOUSING 
BLOCK GRANT (IHBG) WITH SUBSEQUENT FISCAL YEAR 
INCREASES OF $50 MILLION PER YEAR UNTIL INFLATIONARY 
REDUCTIONS HAVE BEEN RECOVERED 

PASS 

19-27 
SUPPORTING THE REAUTHORIZATION OF THE NATIVE 
AMERICAN HOUSING AND SELF-DETERMINATION ACT 
(NAHASDA) 

PASS 

19-28 

SUPPORTING THE EXPANSION OF THE TRIBAL HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
SUPPORTIVE HOUSING PROGRAM (TRIBAL HUD-VASH) UNDER 
THE OFFICE OF NATIVE AMERICAN PROGRAMS AND FOR 
CONGRESS TO PASS SENATE BILL S.257, THE TRIBAL HUD-VASH 
ACT 

PASS 

19-29 

SUPPORTING $100 MILLION APPROPRIATION FOR THE NATIVE 
AMERICAN HOUSING AND SELF-DETERMINATION ACT 
(NAHASDA), NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING BLOCK GRANT 
(NAHBG) COMPETITIVE FUNDING 

A&P 

19-30 

SUPPORTING A LEGISLATIVE AMENDMENT TO ALLOW FOR THE 
INCLUSION OF SPECIAL DIABETES PROGRAM FOR INDIAN 
PROGRAMS AND FUNDS IN INDIAN SELF-DETERMINATION AND 
EDUCATION ASSISTANCE ACT AGREEMENTS 

PASS 

EDUCATION 

19-31 
RESOLUTION URGING CONGRESS TO FULLY FUND THE 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (IDEA) 

PASS 

19-32 
PROVIDE ALASKA NATIVE STUDENTS WITH HIGH QUALITY 
HIGHER EDUCATION IN STATE 

A&P 

19-33 
INVEST IN HIGH QUALITY EDUCATION FOR RURAL, ALASKA 
NATIVE STUDENTS AND COMMUNITIES 

A&P 
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19-34 
IN SUPPORT OF FULLY FUNDING THE STATE OF ALASKA’S 
EDUCATION SYSTEM 

A&P 

LAND, ENERGY, & NATURAL RESOURCES 

19-36 

CALLING FOR UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE STATE OF 
ALASKA TO MANAGE AND PROTECT 17B EASEMENTS THAT ARE 
ADJACENT TO ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGE CORPORATIONS AND 
REGIONAL CORPORATION LANDS 

A&P 

19-37 
SUPPORT FOR REINSTITUTING THE OCEAN RANGER PROGRAM 
TO PROTECT ALASKAN WATERS 

PASS 

19-38 
IN SUPPORT OF REINSTATING THE OFFICE OF ENERGY COST 
SHARE WAIVER 

PASS 

19-40 

A RESOLUTION URGING THE ALASKA DIVISION OF FORESTRY, 
THE BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT, BUREAU OF INDIAN 
AFFAIRS, AND OTHER RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES TO REEVALUATE 
THEIR WILDFIRE STRATEGIES AND RESPOND MORE RAPIDLY TO 
WILDFIRES NEAR VILLAGES 

PASS 

ECONOMIC 

19-41 PROMOTING ALASKA AND ALASKA NATIVE-OWNED BUSINESSES PASS 

ANSCA/TRIBAL 

19-42 
LANDS IN ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGES BEING HELD IN TRUST BY 
THE STATE OF ALASKA UNDER SEC. 14(C)(3) OF ANCSA 

PASS 

19-43 

A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE LANDLESS SOUTHEAST 
NATIVE COMMUNITIES SEEKING LEGISLATION TO FORM ALASKA 
NATIVE CLAIMS SETTLEMENT ACT (ANCSA) CORPORATIONS 
AND RECEIVE ANCSA BENEFITS, INCLUDING LAND SELECTION 
RIGHTS AND APPROPRIATE COMPENSATION 

A&P 

19-44 
MAKING ALASKA NATIVE CORPORATIONS WHOLE FOR 
RECONVEYANCES OF ANCSA LAND REQUIRED BY ANCSA 
SECTION 14(C)  

PASS 

19-45 
A RESOLUTION URGING THE DELEGATION TO AMEND ANCSA 
TO ADDRESS TREATMENT OF INCOME FROM ANCSA 
CORPORATIONS AND SETTLEMENT TRUSTS 

PASS 

OTHER 
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19-46 EXPANDING ALASKA NATIVE PARTICIPATION IN ELECTIONS  A&P 

19-47 
URGING FULL FUNDING FOR THE ALASKA MARINE HIGHWAY 
SYSTEM 

PASS 

19-48 
ESTABLISHING NATIONAL FUNDING FOR ESSENTIAL MARINE 
TRANSPORTATION AND A FUNDING PRIORITY FOR ALL RURAL 
ESSENTIAL MARINE TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES 

PASS 

19-49 
AFN ENCOURAGES MATTEL TO INCLUDE ELIZABETH 
PERATROVICH IN INSPIRING WOMEN SERIES 

PASS 

19-50 
A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING ALASKA LEGAL SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

PASS 

19-51 
SUPPORTING LEGISLATION TO FACILITATE INTERNATIONAL 
REPATRIATION OF TRIBAL NATIONS’ TANGIBLE CULTURAL 
HERITAGE AND COORDINATION AMONG FEDERAL AGENCIES  

PASS 

19-52 

RECOGNIZING THE CRITICAL IMPORTANCE OF THE 2020 
DECENNIAL CENSUS IN ALASKA, URGING EVERY ALASKAN TO 
PARTICIPATE IN THE 2020 DECENNIAL CENSUS, ENGAGING 
WITH THE STATE COMPLETE COUNT COMMISSION 

PASS 

19-53 

A RESOLUTION URGING GOVERNOR DUNLEAVY AND THE 
ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE TO ENSURE THAT THE ALASKA 
RURAL COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE AND SATELLITE SYSTEM 
INFRASTRUCTURE ARE FULLY FUNDED AND TO RESTORE 
ELIMINATED FUNDING TO CONTINUE OPERATIONAL SERVICE 
AND TO RESTORE FUNDING TO PUBLIC BROADCASTING TO 
PREVENT FURTHER LOSS OF CRITICAL SERVICES 

PASS 

19-54 
A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE ALASKA STATE COUNCIL ON 
THE ARTS (ASCA) 

A&P 

19-55 GOOD GOVERNMENT, ALASKAN DRIVEN  PASS 

ELDERS AND YOUTH 

19-56 
DECLARATION FOR CLIMATE CHANGE STATE OF EMERGENCY IN 
ALASKA 

A&P 

19-57 PROTECT CLEAN WATER AND WATER DEPENDENT SPECIES A&P 

19-58 
A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR ESTABLISHING DREAM CENTERS IN 
EACH VILLAGE TO CREATE A SAFE PLACE FOR CHILDREN TO 
SLEEP 

PASS 
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19-59 

A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR THE ALASKA STATE BOARD OF 
EDUCATION & EARLY DEVELOPMENT TO INCLUDE TEACHING 
ALASKA NATIVE LANGUAGES AS A FOREIGN LANGUAGE 
REQUIREMENT FOR HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION WITH 
FUNDING 

AMEND 

19-60 
REQUESTING SUPPORT FIVE FOCUS AREAS IN ALASKA – 
COMPACTING FOR BUREAU OF INDIAN EDUCATION (BIE) FUNDS 

PASS 

19-61 

CALLING ON ELECTED OFFICIALS, FEDERAL AND STATE 
AGENCIES TO MEET THEIR OBLIGATIONS TO RESPECT TRIBAL 
SOVEREIGNTY AND TO INCORPORATE TRIBAL GOVERNMENT 
PRIORITIES AND SOLUTIONS IN ADDRESSING THE CLIMATE 
CRISIS 

A&P 

19-62 UPDATE ALASKA HISTORY CURRICULUM PASS 

SUSPENSION OF THE RULES 

19-63 

A RESOLUTION CALLING ON THE STATE OF ALASKA 
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION, DIVISION OF MOTOR 
VEHICLES (DMV), TO PROVIDE ACCESS TO DMV SERVICES IN 
ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITIES 

PASS 
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OTHER 

SPECIAL RECOGNITION  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-1 

 TITLE: A RESOLUTION RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF FRED T. “TED” ANGASAN 
TO THE ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITY AND FOR HIS MANY YEARS OF SERVICE 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: For half a century Ted Angasan has dedicated his time, effort, and wisdom to 
serving Alaska Native people; and  

WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan was born in South Naknek in Bristol Bay; his public service began in 
1966 and spans the decades since then; and 

WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan’s work includes forming and serving as the Executive Director of the 
Bristol Bay Area Development Corporation in 1966, one of the founders of the 
Bristol Bay Native Association and served as its Executive Director, and was the 
chairman of the BBNA Board and Executive Board for many years, and 

 WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan currently serves on the South Naknek Village Council and is its 
Representative to the BBNA Board, continues to represent BBNA and chairs the 
RurAL CAP Board, is a member of his village corporation Board, and is currently 
the vice chairman of the Bristol Bay Economic Development Corporation; and 

WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan was involved in negotiating the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and witnessed President Nixon sign the legislation in 1971; and 

WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan was one of the five original incorporators of the Bristol Bay Native 
Corporation in 1971, and implemented the land selection process in the Bristol 
Bay Region; and 

WHEREAS: Mr. Angasan has been involved with AFN for over 50 years, participated in the 1st 
AFN Convention in 1966, and served in a variety of positions on the AFN Board. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN recognizes Ted Angasan for his accomplishments, leadership, his long 
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standing dedication to the Alaska Native community and the Bristol Bay region; 
and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 
Federation of Natives thank Ted Angasan for being a leader in his community 
and for his many years of tireless service. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
BOARD ACTION: SEND TO FLOOR  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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HEALTH, SAFETY, AND WELFARE 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-2  

TITLE: URGING THE STATE OF ALASKA TO RESPOND TO THE PUBLIC SAFETY CRISIS BY 
UPHOLDING ITS CONSTITUTIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Article VII of the Alaska State Constitution requires the state to provide for public 
welfare; and 

WHEREAS: Article I, Section 1, of the Alaska Constitution, which provides ‘this constitution is 
dedicated to the principles that all persons are equal and entitled to equal rights, 
opportunities, and protection under the law;’ and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska has inadequately resourced and established a public safety 
system in rural Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: 70 Alaskan communities currently have no law enforcement presence at all; 

WHEREAS: Rural Alaskans, tired of living in fear for their public safety, are increasingly 
demanding a public safety system and emergency response time on par with 
urban Alaska to protect rural life and property; and 

WHEREAS: There are disproportionately high rates of violence and homicide committed 
against Alaska Native and American Indian women and girls statewide; and 

 WHEREAS: U.S. Attorney General William Barr declared a federal law enforcement 
emergency in rural Alaska after visiting rural Native villages in June 2019; 

WHEREAS: The federal response may be short-term and, therefore, needs to be augmented 
by long-term state measures.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
thanks U.S. Attorney General Barr for issuing the historic emergency declaration, 
and urges continued federal attention and response to the public safety crisis in 
rural Alaska for at least the next decade; and 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention 
respectfully request the State of Alaska respond to U.S. Attorney General Barr’s 
emergency federal declaration by declaring a corresponding state emergency, 
providing law enforcement in every community in Alaska, and uphold its 
constitutional responsibilities for public safety to all Alaskans. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: SEND TO FLOOR  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-3 

 
  
TITLE: A RESOLUTION REQUESTING STATE AND FEDERAL ASSISTANCE CONTROLLING 

THE SPREAD OF ILLEGAL DRUGS AND ALCOHOL IN ALASKA VIA SMALL PLANE 
AND FERRY 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: little or no screening of cargo or passengers takes place for Alaska Marine 
Highway, small plane, or other vessel passengers for the presence of illegal drugs 
and alcohol intended for distribution; and 

WHEREAS: local municipal and Tribal law enforcement officers and Village Public Safety 
Officers lack the resources to effectively stem the tide of drugs into their 
community once they arrive via ferry, small plane, or other vessel; and 

 WHEREAS: the State of Alaska and the federal United States government has a responsibility 
to the people and communities of Alaska to take effective measures to curb the 
drug epidemic, especially when it involves transportation of drugs and alcohol 
between communities and between states.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
requests that the State of Alaska and United States government contribute 
mandatory resources to work collaboratively with federal authorities to 
implement a comprehensive system to screen cargo and passengers of Alaska 
Marine Highway ferries, small planes and other marine vessels for the presence 
of illegal drugs intended for distribution. 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
SUBMITTED BY: KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL ROUNDTABLE 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED   
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-4 

 
 
TITLE: URGING CONGRESS TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC ELIGIBILITY FOR TRIBES, TRIBAL 

ENTITIES AND ALASKA NATIVE CORPORATIONS INTO THE FEDERAL EMPLOYEE 
HEALTH BENEFITS PROGRAM (FEHB) 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: the Affordable Care Act is limited in that it only allows Tribes and ANCSA 

Corporations carrying out programs under the Indian Self-Determination and 

Education Assistance Act to purchase Federal Employee Health Benefits 

coverage for their employees; and 

WHEREAS: Such limitation unduly restricts certain Tribes and Alaska Native corporations 

from participating in the FEHB Program simply because such entity does not 

currently carry out an ISDEAA contract; and 

WHEREAS: Requiring ISDEAA contracts creates instability for current Tribal and Alaska 

Native corporations that are enrolled in the FEHB Program who may not have an 

ISDEAA contract in the future; and 

WHEREAS: If Congress passed a law allowing Tribes, Tribal Entities, and Alaska Native 

corporations automatic eligibility into the FEHB Program, such a law would 

significantly alleviate unnecessary and burdensome regulatory procedures to 

enter the FEHB Program and would serve a core purpose of ANCSA, which is to 

address the “real economic and social needs” of Alaska Natives; and 

WHEREAS: Under ANCSA, Alaska Native corporations are considered socially and 

economically disadvantaged for purposes of government contracting in order to 

overcome economic development barriers and benefit entire communities and 

regions of economically and socially disadvantaged people; and 
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WHEREAS: Automatic eligibility into the FEHB Program would provide Tribes, Tribal Entities, 

and Alaska Native corporations an additional way to overcome social and 

economic barriers and ultimately better serve Alaska Native people and 

communities; and 

WHEREAS: The rising costs of health insurance is negatively impacting Tribes and ANCSA 

Corporations ability to recruit and retain talent; and 

WHEREAS: The cost of healthcare and health insurance continues to rise negatively 

impacting ANCSA corporations’ profitability and ability to provide benefits to its 

Shareholders and serve government customers; and 

WHEREAS: Oftentimes ANCSA corporation employees are embedded at government 

contractor worksites working alongside federal government employees who 

receive FEHB Program benefits; and 

WHEREAS: ANCSA corporations participating in government contracting lose employees to 

the government, many times due to the benefits package the government offers 

through the FEHB Program; and 

WHEREAS: ANCSA Corporations lose valuable employees to larger government contractors 

with more robust health benefits due to the size of these large businesses; and  

WHEREAS: Small ANCSA corporations often are limited in health benefits options for their 

employees thereby creating a significant disadvantage when competing for 

talented employees who ultimately perform services for the government; and 

WHEREAS: Allowing ANCSA corporations to be automatically eligible for FEHB would provide 

a viable option for a robust and meaningful health benefits program while 

serving government customers and providing economic development 

opportunities to Alaska Native Corporations; and 

WHEREAS: Allowing automatic FEHB eligibility would be mutually beneficial because Tribes 

and Alaska Native Corporations would be more competitive providing the best 

value at a lower cost to the government through proposal pricing and employee 

retention, while Alaska Native people and communities would benefit because 

Tribes and Alaska Native Corporations would be able to maintain or increase 

profitability due to the lower costs due to participation in the FEHB Program. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 

the Alaska Congressional Delegation to include language to allow those Tribes, 

Tribal Entities, Alaska Native Regional, Urban and Village corporations that are 
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not eligible to be automatically eligible to purchase Federal Employee Health 

Benefits coverage for any employees regardless of whether such entity is 

carrying out an ISDEAA contract. 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
SUBMITTED BY: KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL ROUNDTABLE 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-5  

 

TITLE: LACK OF VETERINARY CARE IS AN UNMET PUBLIC HEALTH NEED IN RURAL 
ALASKA 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The proper handling, treatment and use and care of animals, particularly dogs 
are important features in our cultural/traditional lifestyle; and 

WHEREAS: There is currently no regular access to veterinary care in most of rural Alaska; 
and 

WHEREAS: This lack of access to veterinary care has created an ongoing and unrecognized 
threat to both animal and public health; and 

WHEREAS: Access to adequate healthcare represents an important trust responsibility 
between the federal government and the tribes of Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: Many Alaska Native people live in fear of rabies exposure and dog-bites to 
children. Zoonotic disease, parasites, Parvo, Distemper and over populations of 
stray dogs can be controlled with adequate veterinary service; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native people understand that their health and wellbeing is impacted by 
the health of the animals they keep; and 

WHEREAS: The interdependence and inseparable nature of Human, animal, and 
environmental health has always been a central theme of Indigenous Worldview; 
and 

WHEREAS: The current Alaska Board of Veterinary Examiners has been ineffective in 
providing or promoting access to animal health care in Rural Alaska and is 
often-times a barrier.  
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
officially declares access to veterinary care as an unmet public healthcare need 
in Alaska Native Communities.  

BE FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates to the 2019 Annual AFN Convention declare that this 
unmet public healthcare need be addressed through multiple avenues including 
the creation and implementation of a tribally run State Board of Veterinary 
Examiners of a rural veterinary board to address the unmet needs of animal 
health and in providing or promoting access to this much needed public health 
service in Rural Alaska. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AKIAK NATIVE COMMUNITY AND NENANA NATIVE ASSOCIATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-6 

 

TITLE: STATE SUPPORT ON BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska needs to ensure rural families have access to behavioral 
health services without unnecessary barriers and long wait times; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska needs residential treatment centers located throughout the 
state that are capable of meeting treatment needs for both adults and children, 
and to ensure that individuals have adequate aftercare services at the time of 
discharge; and 

WHEREAS: The State needs to ensure that the treatment centers have adequate staffing 
and providers who are trained to support patients’ mental health needs; and 

WHEREAS: The State must ensure adequate funding is provided to rural Alaska to ensure 
that behavioral health needs for residents are being met, that residents do not 
have to leave their villages, and that they have access to clinicians who reside in 
their communities; and 

WHEREAS: The State needs to fund increased clinical providers in hospital settings, clinics, 
and schools throughout Alaska that can adequately respond to behavioral health 
issues; and 

WHEREAS: Managed by the State of Alaska Department of Health and Social Services, the 
Alaska Psychiatric Institute (API) provides emergency and court-ordered 
inpatient psychiatric services in a safe environment using culturally-sensitive, 
effective, person-centered treatment followed by a referral to an appropriate 
level of care and support for recovery from mental illness, addiction; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska needs to have a behavioral health system that is not in crisis 
and guarantees that it is meeting the needs of residents; a system that allows 
adults and children to receive treatment in their State and not have to seek 
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treatment from out-of-state providers; a system that is diverse and allows the 
growth for more providers in rural Alaska. 

WHEREAS: Medicaid services provided by the Alaska Tribal Health System to Alaska 
Native/American Indian people are reimbursed to the state at 100% FMAP 
requirements. These services are completely budget neutral to the state and 
reduces uncompensated care. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
advocate for the State of Alaska to fully support the Alaska Psychiatric Institute; 
and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN advocate for the tribal health organizations to establish 
rural and tribal behavioral health programs with State and federal funding 
developed in collaboration with each community; and restore funding cuts to 
Community Behavioral Health Grants and approve the use of already established 
cultural facilities; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN acknowledges that Alaska has the highest rate of suicide 
and advocate for the State to provide reimbursement to regional health and 
social service organizations that provide temporary behavioral health services 
until such time as a bed at API can be secured and/or new regional treatment 
centers can be opened and placements at API and other facilitie are made 
available in rural communities. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that AFN Advocate for the State of Alaska to support Medicaid 
payment for behavioral health services provided through the Alaska Tribal 
Health System, especially in rural communities. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ARCTIC SLOPE NATIVE ASSOCIATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS  
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-7 

 

TITLE: SUPPORT FOR A DEDICATED TRIBAL SET-ASIDE IN THE VICTIMS OF CRIME ACT 
(VOCA) FUND 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to provide 
tribal-specific responses and services with federal and state resources; and  

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and  

WHEREAS: All nations, including tribal sovereign nations honor, respect, and hold sacred our 
Native women; retain our inherent right to live according to our life-affirming 
customs and traditions which regulates respectful boundaries for relationships 
among villagers; and  

WHEREAS: the Crime Victims Fund, administered by the Office for Victims of Crime (OVC) 
within DOJ’s Office of Justice Programs (OJP), was initially established to address 
the need for victim services programs, and to assist tribal, state, and local 
governments in providing appropriate services to their communities; and 

WHEREAS: Congress passed the Victims of Crimes Act more than thirty years ago and did 
not include Indian tribes in the original distribution of funds; and 

WHEREAS: the Fund is financed by collections of fines, penalty assessments, and bond 
forfeitures from defendants convicted of Federal crimes, but until now, tribes 
have only been eligible to receive a very small portion of the discretionary 
funding from the Fund; and 

WHEREAS: in FY 2000, Congress began limiting the amount of Fund deposits that could be 
obligated each year. This was to provide a stable level of funding available for 
these programs in future years despite annual fluctuations in Fund deposits; and 

WHEREAS: in 2019 and as a result the Fund now holds balances in excess of $10 billion 
under the current spending cap to last 12 years; and 

WHEREAS: OVC and OJP officials have recognized the great need to strengthen victims’ 
services on tribal lands and, thus, are proposing this new set-aside to help meet 
that need; and National Congress of American Indians at the 2014 Mid-Year 
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Session passed Resolution ANC-14-048 called for a tribal set aside for direct 
funding to tribes; and 

WHEREAS: for the first time ever a tribal set-aside was established in 2018 in the amount of 
3%, and 5% for 2019; 

WHEREAS: the new tribal funding is requested as part of OVC’s Vision 21 Initiative, a 
strategic planning initiative based on an 18-month national assessment by OJP 
that systematically engaged the crime victim advocacy field and other 
stakeholder groups in assessing current and emerging challenges and 
opportunities facing the field; and 

WHEREAS: Indian nations and tribal service providers require essential resources to respond 
to violence perpetrated against American Indian and Alaska Native women, as 
well as to provide services to women victims seeking assistance. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
hereby support the increase in the amount of money released from the Crime 
Victim’s Fund to include a dedicated funding stream for Alaska Natives and 
American Indian tribes to meet the dire needs of tribal victims; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the AFN does hereby support the creation of an “above the cap” 
reserve in the Victims of Crime Act (VOCA), or alternatively, a 5% VOCA tribal 
set-aside, that would fund tribes and tribal government programs according to 
their laws, customs and traditions and non-profit, non-governmental tribal 
organizations, located within the jurisdictional boundaries of an Indian 
reservation, Alaska Native Villages, and Indian areas that provide services to 
Native women victimized by domestic and/or sexual violence. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AKIAK NATIVE COMMUNITY  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-8 

 

TITLE: CALLING UPON THE INHERENT RESPONSIBILITY OF THE STATE, FEDERAL, and 
LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO ACKNOWLEDGE THE DISPROPORTIONALLY HIGH 
RATES OF VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN OF INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES AND 
MISSING AND MURDERED INDIGENOUS WOMEN  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: the special government-to-government relationship between the federal and 
tribal governments set forth in the United States Constitution was reaffirmed in 
a historic 1994 Memorandum by President Bill Clinton, who called upon all heads 
of departments to administer activities affecting Native communities “in a 
knowledgeable, sensitive manner respectful of tribal sovereignty,” and with 
“[consultation] of Tribal governments prior to taking action . . . all such 
consultations are to be open and candid so that all interested parties may 
evaluate for themselves the potential impact of relevant proposals;” and 

WHEREAS: on account of systemic oppression and institutional racism, Indigenous people 
in the United States are subject to disproportionately high rates of structural 
violence, homelessness, poverty, income inequality, death, and poor health 
and education outcomes, including barriers to employment, education, 
housing, health and mental health treatment, social services, and judicial 
services; and 

WHEREAS: federal relocation and termination policies forced Indigenous people from their 
traditional lands into urban areas, resulting in separation from family, clan, 
community, cultural institutions, and sacred sites; and 

WHEREAS: a lack of recognition and awareness of these issues, through the perpetuation 
of colonialism, has led to historical and intergenerational trauma that continues 
to adversely affect Indigenous individuals, families, and communities; and 

 WHEREAS: a recent study found that four in five American Indian and Alaska Native 
women and girls experience violence in their lifetimes; and 
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WHEREAS: a recent study further found that in some places, American Indian and Alaska 
Native women are murdered at a rate 10 times higher than the national average; 
and 

 WHEREAS:      according to the Violent Death Reporting System, Alaska Natives and American 
Indians made up 29.1 % of the homicide victims in Alaska between 2003 and 
2008, with the 20-29 age group seeing the largest number of murders—22.1%. In 
addition, during that time period Alaska Native and American Indian women 
represented 38% of the overall deaths, with a firearm being the number one 
cause killing our women—29%. Moreover, most of the deaths were 
non-domestic violence relate—86.1%; and 

WHEREAS: there is a strong indication that underreporting and racial misclassification have 
resulted in poor data about these missing and murdered Indigenous women and 
girls (MMIW); and 

WHEREAS: no data has been collected and publicly released on rates of violence among 
American Indian and Alaska Native women living in urban areas, even though 
approximately 71% of American Indians and Alaska Natives live in urban areas; 
and 

 WHEREAS: the Urban Indian Health Institute (UIHI), a tribal epidemiology center located in 
Seattle and a division of the Seattle Indian Health Board (SIHB), conducted a 
study that was the first national attempt aimed at assessing the number of 
cases of MMIW across 71 cities in the United States and found Anchorage to be 
one of the cities with the highest number of MMIW cases among the study 
area; and 

WHEREAS: the same MMIW study revealed the severe lack of quality data and accessibility 
of data on violence against Native communities including racial misclassification 
and inconsistent data collection and reporting practices among law enforcement 
agencies. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls 
upon the state, federal, and local governments to build upon the historic 
emergency law enforcement declaration in rural Alaska issued by U.S. Attorney 
General William Barr in June 2019 to determine—in consultation and 
collaboration with the Alaska Native community—how to increase criminal 
justice protection and identify resources for reporting and identifying MMIW; 
and 

Be it further resolved, that tribal governments be notified and periodically apprised of its tribal 
citizens who are missing and murdered and violence against our women; similar 
to how the State notifies tribes similar to ICWA 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that such consultation and collaboration shall be conducted 
pursuant to the federal/tribal government-to-government relationship, which 
the State of Alaska and local governments should follow; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls upon 
the media recognize victims of murder and their families deserve respectful 
representation, absent of victim shaming which shifts blame away from the 
perpetrator, and creates a targeted class, and can poison a potential jury pool; 
and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention request an 
update to be presented at the 2020 Annual AFN convention on the progress of 
identifying and addressing disproportionately high rate of missing and murdered 
indigenous women and girls; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls upon the 
state, federal, and local Alaska governments to immediately create a 1-800 
statewide phone number to log all missing person’s cases with pertinent 
information; and 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that information collected through the new 1-800 number be inserted 
into the National Crime Information Center (NCIC) and National Missing 
Unidentified Persons System (NaMus) with established protocols no later than 
72 hours from receiving the report and any information about tribal status shall 
be collected and provided to the tribal government.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AKIAK NATIVE COMMUNITY  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-9 

 

TITLE: CALLING UPON CONGRESS TO PROMPTLY TO ENACT “THE ALASKA TRIBAL 
PUBLIC SAFETY EMPOWERMENT ACT” LEGISLATION RECOGNIZING THE 
JURISDICTION OF ALL TRIBAL NATIONS IN ALASKA TO PROSECUTE DOMESTIC 
VIOLENCE, SEXUAL VIOLENCE, CHILD ABUSE, AND RELATED CRIMES IN ALASKA 
NATIVE VILLAGES  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to provide 
tribal-specific responses and services with federal and state resources; and  

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and  

WHEREAS: domestic violence rates in Alaska are ten times the national average, sexual 
assaults against Alaska Native women are 12 times the national average, and 
many offenders are non-Native; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska Native women are over-represented by 250 percent among domestic 
violence victims, considering that Alaska Natives comprise just 19 percent of the 
state population; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska Native women are 47 percent of reported rape victims and every 18 
hours an Alaska Native woman is sexually assaulted; and  

WHEREAS: one out of every four Alaska Native youth suffers post-traumatic stress disorder 
(PTSD) due to childhood exposure to violence – the same rate as Afghanistan 
War veterans; and  

WHEREAS: the suicide rate in rural Alaska is six times the national rate, alcohol-related 
mortality rate is 3.5 times the national rate, and 95 percent of rural crimes are 
alcohol related; and  

WHEREAS: state-based law enforcement is virtually nonexistent in most Alaska Native 
villages, tribal and urban communities, because state troopers are only present 
in hub cities, and state-funded Village Public Safety Officers are only present in 
42 out of 229 Alaska Native villages; and 

WHEREAS: the 1971 Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act resulted in confusion regarding 
tribal jurisdiction in Alaska, while concurrent with the State of Alaska, and most 
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crimes do not occur on the few remaining lands that constitute the definition of 
“Indian country” under federal law (i.e., allotments, townsite lots, and trust 
lands); and 

WHEREAS: effective tribal jurisdiction in rural Alaska has been further eroded by absent or 
gravely insufficient resources for tribal nations in Public Law 280 States for tribal 
justice responses, including but not limited to tribal law enforcement and tribal 
courts; and 

WHEREAS: the Supreme Court in Alaska v Native Village of Venetie held that lands conveyed 
to Native corporations under the 1971 Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act do 
not qualify as “Indian country” under federal law; and 

WHEREAS: the 2013 Indian Law and Order Commission found that “Alaska Department of 
Public Safety (ADPS) officers have primary responsibility for law enforcement in 
rural Alaska, but ADPS provides for only 1.0-1.4 field officers per million acres.” 
Without a strong law enforcement presence, crime in Alaska Native villages 
occurs with impunity; and 

WHEREAS: the 2013 Indian Law and Order Commission report states: “The strongly 
centralized law enforcement and justice systems of the State of Alaska...do not 
serve local and Native communities adequately, if at all. The Commission 
believes that devolving authority to Alaska Native communities is essential for 
addressing local crime. Their governments are best positioned to effectively 
arrest, prosecute, and punish, and they should have the authority to do so – or 
to work out voluntary agreements with each other, and with local governments 
and the State on mutually beneficial terms”; and 

WHEREAS: on June 28th, 2019, U.S. Attorney General William P. Barr declared a law 
enforcement emergency in rural Alaska under the Emergency Federal Law 
Enforcement Assistance recognizing that Alaska has the highest per capita crime 
rate in the country and the unique circumstances of Alaska’s geographical and 
jurisdictional landscape, the Attorney General authorized additional funding and 
several long-term measures to support village public safety and victim services; 
and 

WHEREAS: to take full advantage of this unprecedented emergency declaration of public 
safety in rural Alaska, loopholes in tribal jurisdiction in rural Alaska must be 
closed and tribal jurisdiction legally corrected to apply to all persons, Native and 
non-Native alike; and 

WHEREAS: most federal jurisdictional, data gathering and other public safety laws reference 
application of the laws to a tribal nation’s “Indian country,” which applies to only 
1 out of the 229 tribes in Alaska because of the complicated jurisdictional 
landscape, which effectively leaves out tribal nations in Alaska and their 
communities; and 
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WHEREAS: the Department of Justice has found that one in three Native women is sexually 
assaulted in her lifetime and that 70 percent of reported assaults are committed 
by non-Native men against Native women. A community response to domestic 
and family violence is necessary because domestic and family violence crimes 
and incidents impact the community as a whole. These crimes redirect Tribal 
resources – whether personnel, financial, public safety or other resources – 
elsewhere and require an immediate response. As a result of this impact on 
Tribal resources, it is necessary to address domestic and family violence to the 
fullest extent permitted by laws existing now or as may be adopted or amended 
in the future and we call on such an immediate amendment; and 

WHEREAS: tribal nations in Alaska want to work in collaboration with state and federal 
authorities to best exercise effective concurrent tribal, federal, and state 
jurisdiction in response to crimes; and 

WHEREAS: in 2019 the House, at the request of Congressman Don Young (AK-R), included an 
amendment to the reauthorization of the Violence Against Women Act (H.R. 
1585) which would authorize certain villages to exercise criminal jurisdiction 
over certain domestic and sexual violence-related offenses against all persons 
present within an Alaska Native village; and 

WHEREAS: the population of more than 100 Alaska Native villages is 70 percent or more 
Alaska Native; and 

WHEREAS: recognizing tribal territorial jurisdiction in Alaska over all persons continues the 
United States’ commitment to maximizing tribal self-determination and self- 
governance and addressing dangerous public safety concerns in Alaska and 
Section 901 of VAWA 2005 includes the dire need to improve the safety of 
Native women and to increase the provision to Indian tribes of criminal justice 
and victim services resources that respond to violence against Indian women, as 
well as to fulfill the “Federal trust responsibility to assist tribal governments in 
safeguarding the lives of Indian women”; and 

WHEREAS: Article 22 of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples requires 
countries to ensure that Indigenous women and children enjoy full protection 
against all forms of violence and discrimination. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls 
upon Congress to promptly enact “The Alaska Tribal Public Safety Empowerment 
Act”: 

1. the urgent public safety crisis in Alaska Native communities, specifically in 
connection with matters concerning domestic and dating violence, sex 
trafficking, sexual violence, stalking, obstruction of justice, and assault upon 
law enforcement and corrections officers (all as listed in H.R. 1585), and 
drug-, alcohol- and child-abuse-related offenses; and  
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2. the concurrent criminal and civil territorial jurisdiction of federally 
recognized tribal nations in Alaska over all lands and persons within Alaska 
Native villages; and 

3. such jurisdiction either to be automatic for any village having at least 70 
percent Alaska Native population or to be recognized on an expedited pilot 
project basis of no fewer than five Tribes per year for the next 10 years with 
resources and structure similar to the 903 provisions of VAWA 2013.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AKIAK NATIVE COMMUNITY AND TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-11 

 

TITLE: MEDICAID: MEDICAID EXPANSION AS AN ADVOCACY PRIORITY FOR AFN 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives and the Alaska Tribal Health System rely on Medicaid and 
Medicaid Expansion to fulfill vital health services across the state; and 

WHEREAS: Medicaid Expansion has proven to be good for the Alaskan economy and 
Alaskans, with over thirty thousand Alaskans, a substantial percentage of which 
are Alaska Native, obtaining access to health care through Medicaid Expansion 
and hundreds of businesses being reimbursed through Medicaid; and 

WHEREAS: Medicaid expenditures for services provided by or referred by a Tribal health 
provider is 100% reimbursable through the Federal Medical Assistance 
Percentage (FMAP) provided by the Centers for Medicaid and Medicare Services 
(CMS), meaning the State’s General Fund is fully reimbursed for services 
rendered to Alaska Native beneficiaries within the tribal health system; and 

WHEREAS: Congressional appropriations for the Indian Health Services is significantly 
underfunded, Medicaid plays a critical role in filling in the massive shortfall, 
covering more than one in four adult Alaska Natives and half of Alaska Native 
children; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives and rural Alaskans, are more likely to live in areas with limited job 
opportunities and other barriers to employment and work requirements don’t 
account for the critical jobs within the subsistence economies of rural Alaska; 
and 

WHEREAS: to date, an overall increase of 18.3% in the State’s Medicaid Transportation 
Expenditures from FY 2016 to FY 2017, the portion paid with State General Funds 
actually decreased by 69.3%; this equates to a savings to the State of tens of 
millions in General Fund expenditures; and 
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WHEREAS: Medicaid Expansion allows for increased timely and localized health services to 
Alaskans deserve access to health care; and  

WHEREAS: Medicaid and Medicaid Expansion support the hotel and airline industry and 
contribute to significant economic impacts including 4,000 jobs, $230 million in 
additional labor income, and $510 million in economic output brought to the 
State; and 

WHEREAS: Governor Dunleavy vetoed $77 million from Medicaid services in addition to $80 
million cut by the Alaska Legislature; and 

WHEREAS: Governor Dunleavy has announced that his Administration seeks to convert 
Medicaid into a block grant, which would have significant adverse impacts on the 
healthcare of Alaskans. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention to 
prioritize continued Medicaid expansion for all mandatory coverage groups, 
including expansion of adults; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Federation of Natives will advocate 
against the implementation of Medicaid work requirements. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-12 

 

TITLE: CALLING ON DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE TO AMEND GRANT APPLICATIONS TO 
REFLECT ALASKAN REALITY 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: the United States Department of Justice offers several granting opportunities to 
tribes for law enforcement and victims services, including: Community Oriented 
Policing, Tribal Access Program, and the Office of Victims of Crime; and 

WHEREAS: Alaskan Tribes are in dire need of these federal dollars for public safety and 
victims services, so much so that U.S. Attorney General William Barr declared a 
public safety emergency in Rural Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: due to the unique nature of Alaska’s tribal government structure, application for 
Department of Justice grants is challenging; and 

WHEREAS: there is a need for advocacy within the Department of Justice to ensure Alaska 
Tribes will be eligible for grants ; and 

WHEREAS: the majority of current Department of Justice grant solicitations do not allow 
tribal consortiums to apply on behalf of tribes; and 

WHEREAS: the funding caps in Department of Justice grant solicitations do not fit the need 
and high cost of living in rural Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: the allowable/unallowable costs under these programs do not reflect Alaska 
specific needs such as the need for law enforcement travel costs for escorting 
victims to child advocacy centers and/or hospital for forensic interviewing and 
exams; the need for law enforcement to assist in response to child welfare 
investigations for safety of tribal social services staff; the need to assist state law 
enforcement in promptly responding to crime scenes to secure evidence; the 
need to provide shelter services in hub communities due to the logistics of the 
criminal justice system in Alaska; the need to include search and rescue as a 
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public safety service, the need for culturally relevant healing activities utilizing 
Tribal Elders; the need to address generational trauma as a type of victimization. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention will 
work to educate the Department of Justice on the unique needs and differences 
of Alaska Tribes in responding to rural Alaska public safety needs and issues, as 
well as inform them on the accurate financial needs of Alaska Tribes to be able 
to address these issues and implement public safety programs; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN shall advocate for grant solicitations to be amended to 
prevent Alaska Tribes from being excluded from grant opportunities and 
promote a process of identifying special considerations for Alaska Tribal grant 
applicants prior to grant award selections. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-13 

 

TITLE: STOPPING THE SILENCE OF SEXUAL ASSAULT AND THE IMPACT ON ALASKA 
NATIVE PEOPLE 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to provide 
tribal-specific responses and services with federal and state resources; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: sexual assaults against Alaska Native women are 12 times the national average, 
and many offenders are non-Native; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native women are over-represented by 250 percent among domestic 
violence victims, considering that Alaska Natives comprise just 19 percent of the 
state population; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native women are 47 percent of reported rape victims and every 18 
hours an Alaska Native woman is sexually assaulted; and 

WHEREAS: sexual assault is not the victim’s fault, it has contributed to the high suicide rate 
in Alaska Native populations, the alcohol and drug epidemic within Alaska Native 
populations; and 

WHEREAS: lack of resources such as Sexual Assault Response Teams (SART) and forensic 
response, creates an environment of no ability for valid evidence collection; and 

WHEREAS: state-based law enforcement is virtually nonexistent in most Alaska Native 
villages because state troopers are only present in hub cities, and state-funded 
Village Public Safety Officers are only present in 42 out of 229 Alaska Native 
villages; and 

WHEREAS: the 2013 Indian Law and Order Commission found that “Alaska Department of 
Public Safety (ADPS) officers have primary responsibility for law enforcement in 
rural Alaska, but ADPS provides for only 1.0-1.4 field officers per million acres.” 
Without a strong law enforcement presence, crime in Alaska Native villages 
occurs with impunity; and 
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WHEREAS: the 2013 Indian Law and Order Commission report states: “The strongly 
centralized law enforcement and justice systems of the State of Alaska...do not 
serve local and Native communities adequately, if at all. The Commission 
believes that devolving authority to Alaska Native communities is essential for 
addressing local crime. Their governments are best positioned to effectively 
arrest, prosecute, and punish, and they should have the authority to do so – or 
to work out voluntary agreements with each other, and with local governments 
and the State on mutually beneficial terms”; and 

WHEREAS: on June 28th, 2019, U.S. Attorney General William P. Barr declared a law 
enforcement emergency in rural Alaska under the Emergency Federal Law 
Enforcement Assistance recognizing that Alaska has the highest per capita crime 
rate in the country and the unique circumstances of Alaska’s geographical and 
jurisdictional landscape, the Attorney General authorized additional funding and 
several long-term measures to support village public safety and victim services; 
and 

WHEREAS: to take full advantage of this unprecedented emergency declaration of public 
safety in rural Alaska, loopholes in tribal jurisdiction in rural Alaska must  be 
closed  and tribal jurisdiction legally corrected to apply to all persons, Native and 
non-Native alike; and 

WHEREAS: most federal jurisdictional, data gathering and other public safety laws reference 
application of the laws to a tribal nation’s “Indian country,” which applies to only 
1 out of the 229 tribes in Alaska because of the complicated jurisdictional 
landscape, which effectively leaves out tribal nations in Alaska and their 
communities, and 

WHEREAS: the Department of Justice has found that one in three Native women is sexually 
assaulted in her lifetime and that 70 percent of reported assaults are committed 
by non-Native men against Native women. A community response to domestic 
and family violence is necessary because domestic and family violence crimes 
and incidents impact the community as a whole. These crimes redirect Tribal 
resources – whether personnel, financial, public safety or other resources – 
elsewhere and require an immediate response. As a result of this impact on 
Tribal resources, it is necessary to address domestic and family violence to the 
fullest extent permitted by laws existing now or as may be adopted or amended 
in the future and we call on such an immediate amendment; and 

WHEREAS: tribal nations in Alaska want to work in collaboration with state and federal 
authorities to best exercise effective concurrent tribal, federal, and state 
jurisdiction in response to crimes; and 

WHEREAS: recognizing tribal territorial jurisdiction in Alaska over all persons continues the 
United States’ commitment to maximizing tribal self-determination and self- 
governance and addressing dangerous public safety concerns in Alaska and 
Section 901 of VAWA 2005 includes the dire need to improve the safety of 
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Native women and to increase the provision to Indian tribes of criminal justice 
and victim services resources that respond to violence against Indian women, as 
well as to fulfill the “Federal trust responsibility to assist tribal governments in 
safeguarding the lives of Indian women”; and 

WHEREAS: Article 22 of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples requires 
countries to ensure that Indigenous women and children enjoy full protection 
against all forms of violence and discrimination. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention call 
upon Congress and the State of Alaska to make processing of rape kits in a timely 
manner a priority,  assist tribal communities in their efforts to ban perpetrators 
from communities; prosecution of sex offender and sex traffickers as a priority; 
and make sexual assault training for counselor’s, teachers, school staff, health 
workers a mandatory requirement. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the Judicial System needs to be bolstered. This includes the 
capacity of the District Attorney’s Office to prosecute these cases and the ability 
of the Public Defender Agency and other defense agencies to do their parts. This 
will ensure due process for both the victims and the defendants. Funding for 
prosecutors, publicly funded defense attorneys and the infrastructure of the 
court system must be increased to an adequate level to achieve the purposes of 
this resolution. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ANVIK TRIBAL COUNCIL 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-14 

 

TITLE: SUPPORT FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF HEALTH OUTPATIENT HOUSING IN RURAL 
ALASKA COMMUNITIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: on December 18, 1971, Congress passed the Public Law 92-203 titled the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act.  With the enactment of ANCSA, Village and 
Regional Corporations were added to the network of Native organizations 
addressing Native needs economically having political implications for Alaska 
Native self-governance; and 

WHEREAS: the Department of the Interior, the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget and all federal agencies shall hereafter consult with the Alaska Native 
Corporations on the same basis as Indian tribes under Executive Order No. 
13175; and 

WHEREAS: the United States Department of Commerce acknowledges the policy 
commitments of the U.S Congress and the Chief Executive as precedence; and  

WHEREAS: ANCSA Village Corporations have the task of improving the social and economic 
status of Alaska Natives; and  

WHEREAS: the Indian Health Service (IHS), an agency within the Department of Health and 
Human Services, is responsible for providing federal health services to American 
Indians and Alaska Natives; and  

WHEREAS: For example, the Yukon-Kuskokwim Health Corporation in Bethel administers 
healthcare throughout 58 rural communities and administers delivery system 
and outpatient housing in Qavartarvik Hostel which is part of the Travel 
Management Center; and  

WHEREAS: the village outpatients traveling to Bethel Hospital are placed in Bethel motels 
when Qavartarvik Hostel rooms are unavailable, where there is no adequate 
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sanitation or shower and experience sleeplessness due to the intoxicated people 
making noise.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
the Indian Health Services and Congress to support and advocate for the 
development of the regional health outpatient housing in rural Alaska such as 
the Qavartarvik Hostel in Bethel, Alaska.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  NAPASKIAK VILLAGE CORPORATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION:  PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-15 

 

TITLE: REQUESTING THE DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT TO 
ADDRESS THE HOUSING NEEDS IN RURAL ALASKA 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: on December 18, 1971, Congress passed the Public Law 92-203 titled the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act.  With the enactment of ANCSA, Village and 
Regional Corporations were added to the network of Native organizations 
addressing Native needs economically having political implications for Alaska 
Native self-governance; and  

WHEREAS: the Department of the Interior, the Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget and all federal agencies shall hereafter consult with Alaska Native 
Corporations on the same basis as Indian tribes under Executive Order No. 
13175; and 

WHEREAS: the United States Department of Commerce acknowledges the policy 
commitments of the U.S. Congress and the Chief Executive as precedence; and 

WHEREAS: ANCSA Village Corporations have the task of improving the social and economic 
status of Alaska Natives; and  

WHEREAS: the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) supports to 
provide critically needed technical assistance to distressed communities with 
populations under 40,000, including those located in Opportunity Zones and 
communities struggling to recover from natural disasters; and  

WHEREAS: the technical assistance provided to these communities will help local planners 
deploy a variety of federal resources to stimulate job growth and economic 
recovery for the benefit of their citizens, and affordable housing in distressed 
communities; and  
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WHEREAS: for example, a large number of communities in the Calista Region are among the 
distressed community status based on the residents minimum wage classified by 
the Denali Commission; and  

 

WHEREAS: the Calista Regional communities have the highest unemployment with its 
growing population, with the highest cost of utility and fuel rates making it 
unaffordable for the low income and unemployed in need of homes.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
the Department of Housing and Urban Development to consult with tribes, tribal 
designated housing entities, and Alaska Natives organizations on the housing 
needs in rural Alaska and increase its outreach to rural communities and low 
income residents on the programs and services that are available through HUD. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  NAPASKIAK VILLAGE CORPORATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-16 

 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION TO RAISE AWARENESS AND GAIN SUPPORT TO BACKHAUL 
HOUSEHOLD HAZARDOUS WASTE OUT OF RURAL ALASKA COMMUNITIES AND 
TO RESPONSIBLY RECYCLE THEM 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: all communities produce waste such as spent batteries and electronics which can 
be hazardous to human health and the environment when they are improperly 
disposed of and subsequently deteriorated; and  

WHEREAS: there are no safe ways to discard household hazardous waste in rural landfills, as 
rural Class III landfills are unlined, often unpermitted, and the infrastructure is 
not designed to prevent contaminant release into the surrounding water, land, 
and air; and 

WHEREAS: AFN represents a group of people who are intimately tied to the land through 
year-round subsistence hunting, fishing, and gathering, and whose subsistence 
activities provide a physical, mental, and spiritual connection to the land; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska communities do not have, and cannot afford to construct, the storage 
infrastructure to separate and keep these wastes indefinitely; and 

WHEREAS: because communities cannot indefinitely store these wastes, they must 
transport them to recyclers, employing the act of backhauling, or the hauling 
back, of wastes; and 

WHEREAS: rural Alaska communities are small, remote, have relatively little economic base 
and are unable on their own to afford the full cost of waste management, 
transport, and recycling required to backhaul these wastes to recycling 
companies; and 

WHEREAS: substantial waste management and backhaul expertise is available in some 
individual communities and working models for regionally-coordinated efforts 
exist, backhaul Alaska, a statewide coordination program, is in pilot phase and 
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through that program the knowledge needed to efficiently, and sustainably 
provide safe backhaul opportunities to all our rural communities exists, but to do 
so successfully will require political will and support in developing the effort.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention will 
advocate for better management of these wastes that pose serious risks to our 
health and subsistence way of life when hazardous waste is discarded in rural 
communities; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN will urge local, state, federal, and private partners to join us 
in supporting household hazardous waste backhaul programs and projects that 
can safely collect, store, transport, and recycle these wastes; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that it is recommended that AFN will form a rural waste backhaul 
subcommittee to explore potential avenues in which AFN member organizations 
can contribute to safe and affordable backhaul of these wastes.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  KAWERAK, INC.  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-17 

 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION URGING GOVERNOR DUNLEAVY TO REVERSE THE RATE 

INCREASES AT THE ALASKA PIONEER HOMES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Pioneer Homes are state-operated assisted living facilities for older 

Alaskans, in six locations around the state; and 

WHEREAS: Although state subsidized, they have always charged fees ranging from about 

$2,600 per month to nearly $7,000 per month depending on the level of care 

required; however, the actual payments are based on ability to pay with 

residents expected to pay as much as possible from their own resources; and 

WHEREAS: Governor Dunleavy’s Administration, in an attempt to recover the full costs of 

providing services, recently announced a dramatic increase in rates ranging from 

a 40% increase to a 120% increase, depending on the class of care, with the 

highest rates topping out at $15,000 per month; the rate increases were 

scheduled to take effect September 1; and 

WHEREAS: It is unclear the rate increase will actually save the state money, as it may simply 

drive people who have more resources and options out of the Pioneer Homes, 

leaving it for people who have to be fully subsidized by the state or federal 

governments; and 

WHEREAS: The large increase imposed all at once is extremely unfair to retirees who may 

have carefully planned their long-term assisted living care based on the prior 

system, and adversely impact their health by forcing them out of the facilities 

and increasing stress; and  

WHEREAS: The Alaska House passed HB 96 which would reverse the rate increases, but it 
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has not passed the Senate. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 

the Dunleavy Administration to reverse its decision on Pioneer Home rates and 

revert to the prior monthly rates and urge the Legislature to solidify our elders 

safety and security through a permanent statutory fix to subsidize the care of 

our most honored citizens. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  BRISTOL BAY NATIVE ASSOCIATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED   
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-18 

 

TITLE:  FULLY FUNDED PUBLIC SAFETY INFRASTRUCTURE IN RURAL ALASKA 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Article 3 of the UN Declaration of Human Rights adopted by the United Nations 
General Assembly on December 10, 1948, proclaims: “Everyone has the right to 
life, liberty and security of person”; and 

WHEREAS: Public safety is a basic need of communities in Rural Alaska, including protection 
from the elements, security of the person and property, freedom of fear, 
existence of law and order, control of harmful substances, access to emergency 
resources, and stability; and  

WHEREAS: Tribes and Tribal members in Rural Alaska have experienced significant hardship 
from the widespread unavailability or underprovision of public safety services in 
their communities compared to other areas of Alaska and the United States; and 

WHEREAS: There is a public safety crisis in Rural Alaska; and  

WHEREAS: A need has been identified for public safety buildings in rural Alaska to be 
repaired, replaced, or constructed; and 

WHEREAS: Congress passed Public Law 83-280 in 1953 mandating that the allocation of civil 
and criminal jurisdiction enjoyed by the federal government over Native peoples 
in Alaska shall pass to the state government; and 

WHEREAS: Congress additionally enacted the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act in 1971 
extinguishing our Tribes’ aboriginal title to their land and eliminating territorial 
jurisdiction as a basis for our Tribes to levy taxes or engage in other land-based 
revenue regimes; and 
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WHEREAS: The State of Alaska is now primarily responsible for ensuring public safety 
services are provided to villages of Rural Alaska through the Department of 
Public Safety (DPS); and 

WHEREAS: Tribes in Rural Alaska deserve the same resources, authority, and protections 
afforded to Tribes in the Lower 48 to provide law enforcement in their 
communities; and 

WHEREAS: Tribal communities in the State of Alaska deserve the same standard of public 
safety provided to those on the road system and other communities around the 
State; and 

WHEREAS: Adequate public safety infrastructure, including holding facilities, public safety 
office space, and public safety officer housing, is necessary for public safety in 
Rural Alaska. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls 
on the United States Department of the Interior and the State of Alaska to each 
fulfill their obligations to Alaska Native Tribes and communities in Rural Alaska 
by adequately and equitably resourcing public safety infrastructure in Tribal 
communities in Rural Alaska. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-19 

 
 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE VILLAGE 
PUBLIC SAFETY OFFICER WORKING GROUP 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: There is a public safety crisis in Rural Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native Tribes, Tribal Organizations, and a Borough operate the Village 
Public Safety Officer (VPSO) program in communities in Rural Alaska through a 
contract with the State of Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: In May 2018, the tribal contractors and the State of Alaska engaged in a 
Statewide VPSO meeting; and 

WHEREAS: At the conclusion of that meeting, the VPSO tribal contractors and the State of 
Alaska agreed on a strategy with five components: 

1. Improving communication through better branding, community 
engagement, and strengthening and building partnerships at all levels; 

2. Making a VPSO available in every community;  
3. Giving Tribal contractors the flexibility needed to provide public safety in a 

way that works for each individual region;  
4. Ensuring adequate funding for all Program needs; 
5. Defining the VPSO’s role and responsibilities; and 

WHEREAS: Instead of following the 2018 Strategic Plan, in 2019 the State of Alaska’s Office 
of the Governor slashed the VPSO Program’s budget and declined to give tribal 
contractors the flexibility they need; and 

WHEREAS: the Alaska State Legislature has created a Village Public Safety Officer Working 
Group to provide substantive policy recommendations related to the VPSO 
Program for submittal to the Alaska Legislature no later than January 31, 2020. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention is in 
full support of the Alaska State Legislature VPSO Working Group and call on DPS 
to engage in strategic planning session. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN 
Convention calls on the Alaska State Legislature to seek and consider the input of 
Alaska Tribes/Tribal entities that provide public safety services in their 
communities in its recommendations.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-20 

 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ALASKA TRIBAL 
CHILD WELFARE COMPACT 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The experience in Alaska is that as tribes and tribal organizations acquire 
resources to more completely fulfill this inherent authority, the number of Indian 
children who become subject to the Alaska Office of Children’s Services (OCS) 
investigations and custody actions diminishes.  In addition, when tribes and tribal 
organizations collaborate with or take on responsibilities for OCS, the outcomes 
improve; and 

WHEREAS: tribes and tribal Organizations throughout Alaska operate robust child welfare 
programs, which assist and support families in need and children in the custody 
of OCS; and  

WHEREAS: In rural Alaska, the OCS has staff concentrated in the hub locations and 
maintains a presence in only a handful of villages, and in some instances on a 
traveling/rotation basis; and 

WHEREAS: OCS experiences high vacancy and turnover rates, coupled with short tenures, 
which increases the number of cases OCS workers must carry and decreases the 
continuity of supervision. The recommended national standard is 12 cases per 
worker. However, OCS workers carry at least 16 cases: 25% more than the 
national standard; and 

WHEREAS: This lack of resources impedes the state’s ability to effectively address the 
problem of disproportionality among Alaska’s children in state custody that has 
existed since statehood; and 

WHEREAS: Tribes and the State of Alaska share an obligation to protect Alaska’s Native 
children; and 
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WHEREAS: Tribes and tribal organizations in Alaska form the backbone of the child welfare 
system, and OCS has depended for years on the tribes and tribal consortium staff 
to assist them in their work; and 

WHEREAS: The state has recognized this fact for many years, and has tried at times to better 
integrate the tribal work through tribal/state collaborations; and  

WHEREAS: Despite that work, there are still many administrative and systemic barriers to 
collaborative efforts  in keeping Alaska Native children safe; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Tribal Child Welfare Compact (Compact) was signed in 2017 with 
overwhelming support from tribes and tribal organizations and the State; and 

WHEREAS: This Compact was an enormous undertaking designed to transform  the child 
welfare system, and pave the way for tribes and tribal organizations to provide 
services and support on behalf of OCS to improve the life outcomes of Alaska 
Native children in state custody; and  

WHEREAS: Since the signing of the Compact in October 2017, the Tribal Co-Signers have 
committed thousands of staff hours and incurred significant expenses to 
negotiate detailed scopes of work to carry out the purpose of the Compact; and  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) supports the ongoing work of the Alaska 
Tribal Child Welfare Compact, including the Tribal Co-Signers’ ability to take on 
more activities through the adoption and implementation of additional scopes of 
work. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN affirms its continued support of the Alaska Tribal Child Welfare Compact; 
and  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN calls on the State of Alaska to fully 
implement the Alaska Tribal Child Welfare Compact, which will improve the 
outcomes for Alaska’s children; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN urges the Alaska legislature to enact a 
statute which mirrors the Indian Child Welfare Act with the purpose to 
circumvent potential threats to the federal statute. 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED   
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-21 

 
 

TITLE: ADDRESSING CHILDHOOD AND HISTORICAL TRAUMA IN OUR NATIVE 

COMMUNITIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Prior to European conquest and colonization, we had healthy, thriving 

communities in which child abuse, domestic violence, substance abuse and 

obesity were unheard of; and 

WHEREAS: Through research on childhood and historical or intergenerational trauma, 

neuroscientists have now confirmed what Native people have always known, 

that the trauma caused by the near-destruction of our way of life beginning 

several hundred years ago continues to harm us today and is the underlying 

cause of many if not most of the devastating health and social problems we 

suffer from, including substance abuse, suicide, obesity, domestic violence, 

school drop-out rates, cancer, heart disease and diabetes, among others, many 

of which categories Native communities have the highest rates in the United 

States; and 

WHEREAS: Many of the members of our communities have suffered high numbers of 

Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACEs). While these are ultimately the result of 

the breakdown of our family structure caused by the destructive effects of 

colonization, it will require a combined attack on both ACEs and historical 

trauma to enable our communities to heal, involving both preventing trauma in 

future generations and mediating the effects of the trauma being suffered by the 

present generation through resiliency programs; and 
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WHEREAS: Because the trauma we suffered was community-wide, it will require 

comprehensive, integrated, community-wide approaches to successfully achieve 

healing; and 

WHEREAS: Fortunately there is a growing body of knowledge on approaches for helping 

Native communities to heal and to prevent trauma in future generations, 

consisting of a combination of western and traditional healing practices; and 

WHEREAS: In addition, several Native communities have already launched village-wide 

trauma-informed initiatives; and 

WHEREAS: Planning and implementing community-wide trauma-informed healing and 

prevention programs require resources to pay for the personnel and expertise, 

resources that most Native communities lack; and 

WHEREAS: Given the source of the problem, it is both necessary and appropriate for the 

Federal government to provide the Native communities  the resources they need 

to implement the comprehensive integrated trauma-informed approaches that 

are required to overcome the trauma and the devastating effects that trauma is 

having on our communities, as well as to prevent it in future generations. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention calls 

upon the Congress to enact and fully fund legislation that will provide all Native 

communities the resources they need to create comprehensive, integrated 

trauma-informed initiatives; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED calls upon the Secretaries of the Interior and Health and Human 

Services to train all of its employees so they are trauma-informed and to the 

greatest extent permitted, direct existing resources to assist Native communities 

implement comprehensive, integrated trauma-informed communities; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN calls upon Congress to provide Native communities with 

greater flexibility over the use of existing Federal funds received by them so 

those funds can contribute effectively to the trauma-informed initiatives those 

communities develop; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN calls upon Congress to legislatively establish a goal of 

reducing Adverse Childhood Experiences suffered by the next generation in 

Native communities and reducing the effects of trauma on the present 

generation by 50% over the next ten years; and 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Federation of Natives declares its commitment to join 

with other Alaska Native entities in a coalition to advocate for the goals set out 

above and to work to bring trauma-informed practices to Alaska Native 

communities. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: SEALASKA CORPORATION, SEALASKA HERITAGE INSTITUTE, CENTRAL COUNCIL 
OF TLINGIT AND HAIDA INDIANS OF ALASKA, AND SOUTHEAST ALASKA 
REGIONAL HEALTH CONSORTIUM  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-22 

 

TITLE: REQUEST FOR THE ALASKA STATE TROOPERS TO DISCLOSE THE NAMES OF THE 
101 COLD CASE HOMICIDE VICTIMS 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of Alaska Native organizations includes advocating for the safety and 
well-being of Alaska Natives; and 

WHEREAS: The third leading cause of death for Alaska Natives age 15 to 24 is homicide with 
Alaska Natives enduring higher homicide rates than other Alaskans; and 

WHEREAS: The fundamental duty of Alaska State Troopers is to “serve all the people; to 
safeguard lives and property; to protect the innocent against deception, the 
weak against oppression or intimidation, and the peaceful against violence or 
disorder; and to respect the constitutional rights of all people to liberty, equality, 
and justice”; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska State Troopers posted on their Cold Case Investigation Unit (CCIU) 
web page that there were “101 unresolved homicide cases in Alaska that were 
referred to the CCIU to investigate...for killings that happened between 1961 and 
2001”; and 

WHEREAS: Police cannot solve homicides - particularly cold case homicides - by themselves, 
and when the public is encouraged to help them, violent crimes are solved such 
as the FBI’s Ten Most Wanted Fugitives (162 fugitives captured/located as a 
result of citizen cooperation) and America’s Most Wanted (helped catch 1,203 
fugitives over the past quarter of a century); and 

WHEREAS: Many states such as Washington, Oregon, California, Colorado, and Connecticut 
have proactive cold case web pages which post the names, dates, locations, 
photographs, cards, synopses, and rewards to encourage the public to help solve 
cold cases with the names and contact information of the cold case detectives as 
well as several ways to report information; and 

WHEREAS: When Alaskans saw that the Alaska State Troopers are not sharing even the most 
basic information about the 101 cold case victims such as the victims’ names, 
several (about 35) filed Public Information Requests under the Alaska Public 
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Records Act, AS 40.25.100–40.25.295 - all of which have been systematically 
denied by the Alaska State Troopers without sufficient (or any) explanation other 
than they are “currently working on updating the list” even though they have 
had the list of names for at least 18 years (since 2001); and  

WHEREAS: Although the Alaska State Troopers refuse to provide any identifying information 
about any of the 101 cold case homicide victims, due to high homicide rates of 
Alaska Natives and due to at least one of the victims being an Alaska Native 
woman (Sophie Sergie, age 20, of Pitkas Point, killed on April 26, 1993 and a 
defendant charged on February 15, 2019 with murder in the first degree and 
sexual assault in the first degree), it is reasonable to postulate that more of the 
cold case victims are Alaska Natives; and 

WHEREAS: Alaskans have the right to know the names of the 101 cold case victims between 
1961 and 2001 to see whose names are on the list so that advocacy may begin 
for the resolutions of these cases and so that efforts can begin to identify cold 
case homicide victims who names are not on the list; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
respectfully requests Governor Michael J. Dunleavy to direct the State of Alaska’s 
Department of Public Safety’s State Troopers to disclose the names of the 101 
cold case homicide victims; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention 
of the Alaska Federation of Natives respectfully requests Governor Michael J. 
Dunleavy to direct the State of Alaska’s Department of Public Safety’s State 
Troopers develop their web page so that it is similar to other states (for example, 
Washington, Oregon, California, Colorado, or Connecticut) to encourage the 
public to step forward to provide information to assist in solving cold case 
homicides.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES  
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-23 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING S. 1703 & H.R. 3077 THE AFFORDABLE HOUSING TAX CREDIT 

IMPROVEMENT ACT (AHCIA) OF 2019 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: there is a lack of safe, sanitary and affordable housing across the State of Alaska; 

and 

WHEREAS: The AHCIA of 2019 improves the Housing Tax Credit program’s ability to serve 

hard-to-reach communities including rural, Native American, high-poverty, and 

high-cost communities, as well as extremely low-income individuals; and 

WHEREAS: The AHCIA of 2019 can spur development of affordable housing in Alaska 

because it increases housing tax credit allocations by 50%, enacts a minimum 4% 

rate to parallel the minimum 9% rate already enacted, which enables the tax 

credits to better serve hard to reach communities; and 

WHEREAS: The AHCIA encourages development in Native American communities by 

designating them as “Difficult To Develop Areas,” making housing developments 

automatically eligible for a 30% basis boost to increase the investment of 

Housing Credits; and 

WHEREAS: The AHCIA provides a basic boost for developments in Native American and rural 

areas and there is a Native American selection criteria. 
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 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention, 

support S. 1703 & H.R. 3307, the Affordable Housing Tax Credit Improvement Act 

(AHCIA) of 2019. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-24 

 

TITLE: URGING THE ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE AND GOVERNOR OF ALASKA TO 
RESTORE FUNDING TO THE ALASKA HOUSING FINANCE CORPORATION’S 
WEATHERIZATION PROGRAM 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Housing Finance Corporation’s Weatherization Program provides 
cost-effective energy improvements to homes of low-income families to reduce 
the operating cost to the resident, improve resident health and safety, and 
improve durability and longevity of housing stock; and 

WHEREAS: The Weatherization Program has been successful in improving the health and 
safety of Alaskans, reducing the use of fossil fuels, reducing energy bills, 
improving and preserving housing stock across the state, reducing housing stock 
that is unsafe from carbon dioxide, mold and other health risks, creating jobs, 
and boosting struggling local economies; and 

WHEREAS: The Cold Climate Housing Research Center (CCHRC) has simulated that the 
Weatherization Program has: $863.6 million in direct, indirect and induced 
economic impacts; created an estimated 5,460 annual jobs; and $319.9 million in 
health and safety impacts; and 

WHEREAS: The Weatherization Program is often leveraged by RHAs with other funding to 
increase the number of homes being weatherized; and 

WHEREAS: In the fiscal year 2020 capital appropriations, the State Legislature funded the 
AHFC Weatherization program at $5 million; and 

WHEREAS: Governor Dunleavy vetoed the Weatherization Program from the fiscal year 
2020 capital budget; and 

WHEREAS: With the severe housing shortage across the state, the weatherization program 
is vital in preserving our current housing stock across Alaska; and 
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WHEREAS: The CCHRC was commissioned by the Alaska Housing Finance Corporation to 
complete a Housing Needs Assessment that was completed in 2018.  The study 
estimates 14,600 homes across Alaska have a 1-star energy rating and these 
homes typically use more than four times the energy of a new home built to 
AHFC’s Energy Efficiency Standards and are in need of weatherization services; 
and 

WHEREAS: The Weatherization Program provides for a 30%-40% savings to homeowners 
and in total saves Alaskans millions of dollars annually- year after year; providing 
a boost to local economies across the state.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
the Alaska State Legislature and the Governor of Alaska to restore funding to the 
Alaska Housing Finance Corporation’s Weatherization Program. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-25 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING THE BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, HOUSING IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM WITH AN APPROPRIATION AMOUNT OF $23 MILLION 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: After being funded at $23.1 million in 2005, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Housing 

Improvement Program (BIA HIP) was eliminated from the FY 2008 budget in 

order to fund other high priorities. The funding has since been restored, but at a 

lower level; and 

WHEREAS: In FY 2018, the BIA HIP program was funded at approximately $8 million. 

Alaska’s demonstrated need in 2016 based on eligible applicants, exceeded $202 

million and Alaska received approximately $1.5 million; and 

WHEREAS: The BIA HIP serves the lowest income population and is utilized to improve the 

deteriorating housing stock. Categories A, B & C provides grants to repair an 

existing home or to purchase/construct a new home for individuals who usually 

cannot qualify for needed financing due to extremely low-income levels; and 

WHEREAS: Under BIA HIP Category D, homebuyers are eligible to receive down payment 

assistance when they qualify for a home mortgage. This funding has been 

leveraged with other funding sources to make homeownership a reality for tribal 

members; and 

WHEREAS: A unique benefit of being eligible for the BIA HIP program is the Indian Health 

Service designates BIA HIP recipients as a funding priority for water and sewer 

infrastructure to new and like-new housing.  Being a priority for ANTHC water 
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and sewer projects increase the chances that homeownership can become a 

reality for tribal members. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 

Congress to support the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Housing Improvement Program 

(BIA HIP) with an appropriation amount of $23 million. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES  
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-26 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS TO $800 MILLION FOR THE NATIVE 
AMERICAN HOUSING AND SELF-DETERMINATION ACT (NAHASDA) INDIAN 
HOUSING BLOCK GRANT (IHBG) WITH SUBSEQUENT FISCAL YEAR INCREASES OF 
$50 MILLION PER YEAR UNTIL INFLATIONARY REDUCTIONS HAVE BEEN 
RECOVERED 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Native American Housing Assistance and Self-Determination Act (NAHASDA) 
created the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) which is the primary source of 
funding for affordable housing and housing-related infrastructure for Alaska 
Native and American Indian (AIAN) families; and 

WHEREAS: NAHASDA allocates over $90 million each year to Alaskan Tribes and 
communities and is the primary vehicle for meeting critical housing needs; and 

WHEREAS: Tribes and Tribally Designated Housing Entities (TDHEs) are sophisticated in 
leveraging funds to develop projects with multi-layered funding sources and 
NAHASDA is the foundation for building complex funding packages; and 

WHEREAS: The core housing needs in Indian Country simply cannot be met adequately 
without support for additional funding secured for the IHBG; and 

WHEREAS: Annual funding for the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) authorized pursuant to 
NAHASDA has remained flat at around $650 million, while housing needs and 
shortages continue to rapidly grow; and 

WHEREAS: Using the Bureau of Labor Statistics inflation calculator inflation the IHBG has 
declined by 47%.  The purchasing power of $655 million (2019 appropriated 
amount) is equal to $428 Million in 1999 dollars or, looking the other way- in 
2019 dollars, the IHBG in 1999 would exceed $1 billion ($1.003 B); and 
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WHEREAS: Safe, affordable, quality housing is the very foundation for sustainable, healthy 
communities and the underpinning of success for other Tribal programs; and 

WHEREAS: Approximately half of all available IHBG funding is committed to providing 
operating assistance to housing units built prior to NAHASDA, units that are 
today more than twenty years old. Only after that funding is allocated can the 
remaining IHBG funding be allocated to Tribes to address unmet housing needs. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 
Congress to authorize funding for the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) at no 
less than $800 million, with subsequent fiscal year increases of $50 million per 
year until inflationary reductions have been recovered. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-27 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING THE REAUTHORIZATION OF THE NATIVE AMERICAN HOUSING AND 
SELF-DETERMINATION ACT (NAHASDA) 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Native American Housing and Self-Determination Act (NAHASDA) created 
the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) program specifically for the benefit of 
Alaska Native and American Indian communities to promote the wellbeing of the 
Native people through funding affordable housing and housing-related 
infrastructure and community development; and 

WHEREAS: NAHASDA empowers Tribes and Tribally Designated Housing Entities (TDHEs), 
also known as Regional Housing Authorities, with local decision making which 
enables the creation of housing programs that are specific to each region or 
community; and 

WHEREAS: NAHASDA authorized the Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG), which funds 
housing and housing-related infrastructure and community development in 
American Indian and Alaska Native communities throughout the country; and 

WHEREAS: NAHASDA allocates approximately $98 million each year to Alaskan Tribes and 
communities and is the primary vehicle for meeting critical housing needs; and 

WHEREAS: Private sector housing construction and development in rural Alaska is almost 
non-existent; and 

WHEREAS: Despite the many successes with NAHASDA housing programs, American Indian 
and Alaska Native housing conditions remain inferior relative to almost every 
relative national metric, and the demand for affordable housing remains unmet 
in nearly every Alaskan community; and 

WHEREAS: NAHASDA’s current authorization expired on September 30, 2013, and it is 
concerning that NAHASDA may be viewed as a lesser funding priority because it 
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remains an unauthorized program and may provide challenges for tribes that are 
leveraging additional funding because of the uncertainty of the program. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 
Congress to act swiftly to successfully reauthorize the Native American Housing 
Assistance and Self-Determination Act (NAHASDA). 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-28 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING THE EXPANSION OF THE TRIBAL HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT VETERANS ADMINISTRATION SUPPORTIVE HOUSING PROGRAM 
(TRIBAL HUD-VASH) UNDER THE OFFICE OF NATIVE AMERICAN PROGRAMS AND 
FOR CONGRESS TO PASS SENATE BILL S.257, THE TRIBAL HUD-VASH ACT 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: In January 2016, Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and the Veterans 
Affairs (VA) funded the Tribal HUD-VASH demonstration program and three 
Regional Housing Authorities in Alaska were selected to participate in the 
program; and 

WHEREAS: The Tribal HUD-VASH Program is intended to provide rental assistance, case 
management, and clinical support services for Native American veterans who are 
homeless or at risk of homelessness; and 

WHEREAS: The Tribal HUD VASH demonstration has been successful for a number of Tribes 
and Tribally Designated Housing Entities, however, there have also been many 
challenges encountered in implementing the demonstration program in Alaska; 
and 

WHEREAS: HUD Office of Native American Programs (ONAP) has issued a Dear Tribal Leader 
Letter for consideration of expanding the program asking if selected tribes 
should be located near a VA medical center; and 

WHEREAS: Most of Alaska’s Tribes are not located near a VA medical center, therefore HUD 
should not consider this as a qualifying factor for Tribes to be eligible for the 
program; and 

WHEREAS: HUD should also work with the Veterans Affairs and the Indian Health Services 
providers to be approved counselors and to implement the use of telemedicine 
for the case management in our remote communities; and 
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WHEREAS: HUD ONAP should consider how the Tribes who are already participating in the 
demonstration program can benefit from increased opportunities for the unmet 
needs of their Native Veterans; and 

WHEREAS: HUD should consider the use of Tribal HUD VASH funding to be used to increase 
new units for to house veterans that are homeless or at risk of homelessness; 
and 

WHEREAS: The United States Senate has passed S.257 to permanently establish and expand 
the Tribal HUD-VASH Program to more Tribes across the nation; and 

WHEREAS: S.257 will address many of the challenges of the Tribal HUD VASH demonstration 
program such as providing waivers or specific alternatives to requirements 
necessary for effective delivery of the Tribal HUD VASH Program and will provide 
HUD and the VA the flexibility to make necessary modifications to the program 
after tribal consultation; and 

WHEREAS: If ONAP expands the Tribal HUD VASH Program, it will provide critical case 
management and housing services to Native Veterans that are homeless or near 
homelessness; and 

WHEREAS: If Congress passes the Tribal HUD VASH Act, it will provide stability to the Native 
Veteran families already receiving assistance under the demonstration program. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
support the expansion of the Tribal Housing and Urban Development Veterans 
Administration Supportive Housing Program under the Office of Native American 
Programs. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-29 

 

TITLE: SUPPORTING $100 MILLION APPROPRIATION FOR THE NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING AND SELF-DETERMINATION ACT (NAHASDA), NATIVE AMERICAN 
HOUSING BLOCK GRANT (NAHBG) COMPETITIVE FUNDING 

 WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2018 and subsequently for 2019 
appropriated $100 million for competitive grants to the Native American 
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination Act (NAHASDA), Native American 
Housing Block Grant (NAHBG); and 

WHEREAS: The Act directed the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) “shall 
consider the need and administrative capacity, and shall give priority to projects 
that will spur construction and rehabilitation” in making awards; and 

WHEREAS: HUD issued a Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) for the NAHBG Competitive 
program in May of 2019 which included two years of funding totaling nearly 
$200 million; and 

WHEREAS: The NAHBG Competitive funding is the first increase to NAHASDA since its 
inception; and 

WHEREAS: The NOFA incentivized new construction and immediately docks points for 
rehabilitation and infrastructure projects; and 

WHEREAS: Approximately half of all available NAHASDA’s-Indian Housing Block Grant (IHBG) 
funding is committed to providing operating assistance to housing units built 
prior to NAHASDA, units that are today more than twenty years old. Only after 
that funding is allocated can the remaining IHBG funding be allocated to Tribes 
to address unmet housing needs and operating subsidies to current stock built 
under NAHASDA; and 

WHEREAS: Using the Bureau of Labor Statistics inflation calculator the Indian Housing Block 
Grant under NAHASDA has declined by 47%. The purchasing power of $655 

68 



million (2019 appropriated amount) is equal to $428 Million in 1999 dollars or, 
looking the other way- in 2019 dollars, the IHBG in 1999 would exceed $1 billion 
($1.003 B); and 

WHEREAS: Safe, affordable, quality housing is the very foundation for sustainable, healthy 
communities and the underpinning of success for other Tribal programs. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 
Congress to continue annually appropriating $100 million for the Native 
American Housing and Self-Determination Act (NAHASDA), Native American 
Housing Block Grant (NAHBG) Competitive funding. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that applications be scored at the Regional Office and not at 
the Washington, D.C. Headquarters. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that each tribal entity has the authority to determine who qualifies 
for the houses once they are built. 

 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 

  

69 



 
ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-30 

 
 

TITLE: SUPPORTING A LEGISLATIVE AMENDMENT TO ALLOW FOR THE INCLUSION OF 

SPECIAL DIABETES PROGRAM FOR INDIANS PROGRAMS AND FUNDS IN INDIAN 

SELF-DETERMINATION AND EDUCATION ASSISTANCE ACT AGREEMENTS 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: the United States has a legal and moral obligation to provide for the health of 

Alaska Natives and American Indians (AN/AIs) as established under the U.S. 

Constitution, treaties, statutes, Supreme Court precedent, executive orders, and 

federal policies; and  

WHEREAS: although the United States holds these solemn trust and treaty obligations, 

AN/AI populations continue to suffer from disproportionate incidence rates of 

diabetes and diabetes-related conditions that detrimentally impact the 

long-term health, welfare and vitality of AN/AI individuals, families, and 

communities; and  

WHEREAS: Congress established the Special Diabetes Program for Indians (SDPI) as part of 

the Balanced Budget Act of 1997, Public Law 105-33, to address the disparate 

impact of diabetes among AN/AI populations; and 

WHEREAS: to carry out its mission, AFN supports the advocacy of the Alaska Native Health 

Board on issues affecting AN/AI health and wellbeing, diabetes and related 

chronic conditions having particular impact and costs to the Alaska Tribal Health 

System, and 
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WHEREAS: Alaska Tribal Health System works to ensure incorporation of culture, traditions, 

and values in SDPI and other diabetes-related program development, research, 

and community-based activities according to its mission; and 

WHEREAS: SDPI is set to expire on September 30, 2019, the reauthorization of the program 

presents an opportunity to incorporate tribal recommendations; and 

WHEREAS: the reauthorization of the SDPI presents an opportunity to further strengthen 

the pillars of the SDPI program that have contributed to improved clinical 

outcomes in diabetes prevention and treatment among AN/AI populations; and 

WHEREAS: AFN recommends that reauthorization legislation be amended to allow SDPI 

funds to be included in Indian Self-Determination and Education Assistance Act 

(ISDEAA) contracts and compacts (Public Law 93-638) in order to alleviate the 

administrative burden associated with applying for grants, reporting, and most 

important to allow SDPI grantees to receive contract support cost funds in order 

to assist in paying the administrative costs of managing SDPI programs, which is 

consistent with Congress’ intent under the ISDEAA to maximize tribal resources 

available for the delivery of healthcare programs; and 

WHEREAS: currently SDPI grantees have duplicate reporting requirements associated with 

grants—which are already fulfilled through ISDEAA contracts and compact—and 

must also program at least 25% or more of their SDPI funding to cover 

administrative associated with managing SDPI funds.  This takes valuable 

resources out of patient care which could be covered by the indefinite 

discretionary appropriation process that currently funds contract support costs. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 

AFN supports a legislative amendment to allow funding provided under the 

Special Diabetes Program for Indians to be included in Indian Self-Determination 

and Education Assistance Act agreements; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 

that AFN propose an amendment of Section 505(b) of the ISDEAA (25 U.S.C. § 

5385(b)) that would add the following new subparagraph (3) to authorize the 

inclusion of SDPI programs and funds in ISDEAA agreements: 

 (3) At the option of an Indian Tribe grants for special diabetes programs 

for Indians awarded to Indian tribes under Section 

330C(b)(2) of the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 

254c-3(b)(2)) shall, after award, be added to the Title I or 
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Title V funding agreements of any Indian tribe under this 

Act, and shall be administered and implemented in 

accordance with the provisions of this Act rather than the 

Secretary’s grant regulations (including the regulations 

governing statutorily mandated grants codified at 42 C.F.R. 

Part 137, Subpart F). 

 
 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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EDUCATION 
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Alaska Federation of Natives 
2019 Annual AFN Convention 

Resolution 19-31 
 
 

TITLE: RESOLUTION URGING CONGRESS TO FULLY FUND THE INDIVIDUALS WITH 
DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT (IDEA) 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and  

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and  

WHEREAS: the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) was signed into law in 1975; 
and 

WHEREAS: when IDEA first passed Congress promised to provide states with 40% of the 
funding needed for educating children with disabilities; and 

WHEREAS: the federal government’s contribution has not exceeded its current contribution 
of 16%, leaving states and local school districts making up the additional costs 
needed to provide the services needed by our students with disabilities; and 

WHEREAS: according to the National Center for Education Statistics about 13% of all public 
school students receive services under IDEA; and 

WHEREAS: also according to the National Center for Education Statistics, American 
Indian/Alaska Native students represent the largest percentage of students ages 
3-21 served under IDEA, with 17% of AI/AN students being served under IDEA 
compared to the 13% nationwide average, and 

WHEREAS: in 2017 Alaska served 19,148 students ages 3-21 under IDEA; and 

WHEREAS: according to the U.S. Department of Education, the average federal investment 
for each student educated through IDEA is approximately $1,770 for fiscal year 
2019; and 

WHEREAS: according to the U.S. Department of Education, this will decline to $1,758 in 
fiscal year 2020 if the program is level-funded; and 

WHEREAS: education funding in Alaska is under threat from the current administration; and 
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WHEREAS: further cuts to education funding in Alaska will make providing services under 
IDEA even more difficult; and 

WHEREAS: the Association of Alaska School Boards has a resolution supporting increased 
funding to fully fund the federal mandate; and 

WHEREAS: the National School Boards Association also supports modernizing and fully 
funding IDEA. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
Congress to fully fund the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: QAGAN TAYAGUNGIN TRIBE  
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-32 

 
 

TITLE: PROVIDE ALASKA NATIVE STUDENTS WITH HIGH QUALITY HIGHER EDUCATION IN 
STATE 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: One of AFN’s major goals is to promote and advocate for programs and systems 
which instill pride and confidence in individual Alaska Natives; and 

 WHEREAS: AFN strives to deliberately act to eliminate such gaps, policies, practices and 
structures that perpetuate inequities based on race and support the elimination 
of the factors that predict disparity; and 

 WHEREAS: Alaska Native students are being affected by accreditation issues and state 
funding cuts to the University of Alaska higher education system; and 

 WHEREAS: Alaska Native higher education programs and faculty are some of the first to be 
cut when the system faces a shortfall; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native communities and organizations rely on an in-state system of higher 
education to prepare our workforce, train our leaders, and provide high quality 
educational opportunities to our people. 

 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
the Governor and State Legislature to fund the state’s system of higher 
education at a level that ensures high quality programs for Alaska Native 
students that allows for Alaska Native student retention and graduation within 
the University of Alaska System; provides adequate support for all Alaska Native 
students; and provides an annual report on the enrollment, persistence and 
success of Alaska Native students enrolled in the University of Alaska system.  

NOW BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge the 
UA Board of Regents to provide a thoughtful response to budget reductions with 
a focus on preserving adequate support for all Alaska Native students and 
programming; and provides publish an annual report on the enrollment, 
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persistence and success of Alaska Native students enrolled in the University of 
Alaska system, and establish measurable goals to improve these outcomes. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AFOGNAK VILLAGES ROUNDTABLE AND KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL 
ROUNDTABLE  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-33 

 
 

TITLE: INVEST IN HIGH QUALITY EDUCATION FOR RURAL, ALASKA NATIVE STUDENTS 
AND COMMUNITIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Educational inequities facing rural students and families emerge as a result of 
policy proposals that are contrary to the constitutional mandate for the 
provision of public education open to all students in Alaska, and Section 6303 of 
Every Student Succeeds Act states tits purpose plainly as “to ensure the 
maximum participation by Alaska Natives educators and leaders in the planning, 
development, implementation, management, and evaluation of programs 
designed to serve Alaska Native student; and 

WHEREAS: Detrimental policy and budget proposals include but are not limited to: school 
consolidation (e.g., increasing the required Minimum Average Daily 
Membership; forced regionalization of schools; and a push to return to a system 
of boarding schools for rural students), restricting or reducing funding for public 
education in rural Alaska, cost containment issues making it challenging for rural 
schools to provide comparable program for students in rural Alaska when their 
infrastructure and costs differ significantly from that of urban schools (e.g., 
energy, internet, transportation), and not removing unfunded/underfunded 
mandates in the provision of rural education; and 

 WHEREAS: These inequities impact a protected class of citizens, which raises constitutional 
and civil rights concerns – and they contribute to a lower quality of life for our 
precious people in that research shows time and again that those who do not 
graduate high school have a shorter life expectancy, lower lifetime income, and 
lower overall health; and 

WHEREAS: Educational inequity directly impacts the desire of families to stay in our villages, 
which means that the strength of our rural school system is tied to the 
sustainability of our rural communities – when a school is threatened with 
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closure, there is usually an outmigration of families, which further undermines 
the viability of our communities. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention call 
on the Alaska State Board of Education and the Department of Education to 
adhere to Federal ESSA Law requires “maximum participation by Alaska 
Native(s)” in educational efforts that involve Alaska Native children; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN opposes any action by policy makers or others to make worse the 
educational inequities facing rural Alaska Native students and families, including 
but not limited to increasing the minimum average daily membership, not 
funding or underfunding rural schools, school consolidation, and cost 
containment practices that impact rural Alaska disproportionately compared to 
other areas. 

 
 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AFOGNAK VILLAGES ROUNDTABLE AND KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL 
ROUNDTABLE  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-34 

 
 

TITLE:  IN SUPPORT OF FULLY FUNDING THE STATE OF ALASKA’S EDUCATION SYSTEM 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Education of our children and youth is essential to building a thriving and 

educated workforce in the State of Alaska, and especially our Tribal 

communities; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Constitution requires the establishment and maintenance of a system 

of public schools open to all children of the State; and 

WHEREAS: The majority of public schools in Rural Alaska are Regional Education Attendance 

Area (REAA) schools; and 

WHEREAS: Twelve percent of all pre-kindergarten, primary, and secondary students in 

Alaska attend REAA schools; and 

WHEREAS: REAA schools are funded by the State, including any funds passed through by the 

federal government, and are disproportionately negatively impacted by State 

budget cuts; and  

WHEREAS: The success of Alaska’s education system, including REAA schools, is dependent 

on the State of Alaska allocating sufficient funding for the operation of all 

schools; and 

WHEREAS: State budget cuts to the education system cause uncertainty for not only the 

school administration, but teachers, teachers’ aides, students, parents, 

communities, and these uncertainties jeopardize the health and well being of 

our children. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 

the State of Alaska to fully fund early education, primary, and secondary 

education each year. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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LAND, ENERGY, & NATURAL RESOURCES  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-36 
 

  
TITLE: CALLING FOR UNITED STATES OF AMERICA AND THE STATE OF ALASKA TO 

MANAGE AND PROTECT 17B EASEMENTS THAT ARE ADJACENT TO ALASKA 
NATIVE VILLAGE CORPORATIONS AND REGIONAL CORPORATION LANDS 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Trespassers and poachers access private lands via 17(b) easements; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska State Troopers or local law enforcement have little effect to prosecute 
criminal offenses due to lack of resources; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives are suffering the consequences of lack of enforcement; and 

WHEREAS: Our subsistence way of living is being affected by trespassers who poach our 
animals. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN requests the United States of America to actively manage 17(b) easements 
for the entire State of Alaska; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Bureau of Land Management identify and mark all 17(b) 
easements within the next 5 years for the entire State of Alaska, and that they be 
deemed to have relinquished those easements not otherwise identified as 17(b) 
easements within the 5 year period. 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  

SUBMITTED BY:  AKHIOK-KAGUYAK, INC. AND KONIAG/KANA 
REGIONAL ROUNDTABLE  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-37 

 
 

TITLE: SUPPORT FOR REINSTITUTING THE OCEAN RANGER PROGRAM TO PROTECT 
ALASKAN WATERS 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska is the first and only state to require U.S. Coast Guard licensed marine 

engineers on board vessels to act as independent observers monitoring State 

environmental and marine discharge requirements; and 

WHEREAS: The Ocean Rangers Program was created by a ballot initiative and is paid for by 

cruise ship passenger head tax; and 

WHEREAS: The Governor’s veto effectively blocks DEC from receiving the $3.4 million in 

cruise passenger head tax next season; and 

WHEREAS: Approximately 189 alleged environmental violations were logged last year; and 

WHEREAS: Left unmonitored, the cruise ships could dump contaminates into Southeast 

Alaska waters which will have a detrimental impact on the ecosystem; and 

WHEREAS: For thousands of years, Alaska Native people have depended on subsistence 

foods for survival. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 

support the continued monitoring of the cruise ship industry for illegal disposal 

of wastewater that is harmful to our oceans; and  
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN urges the Governor to reinstate the Ocean Ranger Program, 

to protect our waters and our way of life. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  CENTRAL COUNCIL OF TLINGIT AND HAIDA INDIAN TRIBES OF ALASKA AND 
KAWERAK, INC.  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-38 

 
 

TITLE: IN SUPPORT OF REINSTATING THE OFFICE OF ENERGY COST SHARE WAIVER 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization 

in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village 

corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional nonprofit and tribal 

consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political 

voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The US Department of Energy, Office of Indian Energy (OIE) offers Deployment 

Grants for tribal energy infrastructure projects to help Native American and Alaska 

Native communities harness vast energy resources in order to reduce or stabilize 

energy costs, as well as increase their energy security and resilience; and 

WHEREAS: the cost share requirements for Deployment Grants are a barrier to entry—and 

hence a barrier to success—for most Alaska Native tribes, because our tribes are 

unable to scrape together the dollar for dollar match for non-federal funds; and 

WHEREAS: OIE has the statutory authority to allow tribes to request a cost share waiver down 

to 10% (or 10-1 match) if financial need can be shown, and when the Statute is 

followed, Alaska tribes are successful; and 

WHEREAS: OIE removed its ability to grant such waivers in its 2017 and 2018 requests for 

proposals citing the challenge with determining “financial need” of each applicant, 

although numerous other federal funding opportunities have an established 

methodology to define a community that qualified for reduced cost share 

requirements; and 

WHEREAS: this created an unfair balance between Alaska tribes, many of whom are land and 

cash constrained, and lower 48 tribes, many of which find the cost share easier to 

shoulder because of their revenue due to land ownership; and 

WHEREAS: mitigating the challenge of a 50% non-federal match would require OIE to 

reinstate its internal policy to reduce the cost share waiver down to 10% for tribes 
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who can prove financial need. This action could be taken internally within the 

Office of Indian Energy. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 

encourage AFN to actively engage the Office of Indian Energy to reinstate the cost 

share waiver for Alaskan tribes and seek other opportunities for Alaska tribes 

eligibility for Deployment Grants. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-40 

 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION URGING THE ALASKA DIVISION OF FORESTRY, THE BUREAU OF LAND 
MANAGEMENT, BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, AND OTHER RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES 
TO REEVALUATE THEIR WILDFIRE STRATEGIES AND RESPOND MORE RAPIDLY TO 
WILDFIRES NEAR VILLAGES 

WHEREAS:  The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization 

in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village 

corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional nonprofit and tribal 

consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political 

voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The summer of 2019 was another severe fire season in Alaska, exacerbated in much 

of the state by an unprecedented drought in August; and 

WHEREAS:  For example, although there was no loss of life or catastrophic property losses, the 

Bristol Bay region in the 2019 season had fires nearby several villages and many 

suffered from smoke, and 

WHEREAS:   It was the experience of impacted villages that they were largely left to their own 

resources and assistance from neighboring villages and that wildfire suppression aid 

from the responsible fire-fighting agencies wasn’t deployed until the villages were 

at imminent risk; and 

WHEREAS:  The increasing number and scale of wildfire is alarming, particularly given 

numerous other indicators of a warming climate that suggests fires are only going 

to get worse; and 

WHEREAS:    AFN understands that fire suppression budgets are limited, that wildfire is natural 

and often beneficial to the environment, but is concerned that current strategies 

for wildfire management may not be adequate for a changing climate and may not 

adequately consider the health effects of the smoke from widespread fires. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 

the Alaska Division of Forestry, the Bureau of Land Management-Alaska Fire Service, 
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and other responsible agencies to respond more rapidly to fires near villages; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the fire suppression agencies review and update their strategies 

to ensure the impacts of climate change are accounted for and that the health 

impacts of widespread fires are considered. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  BRISTOL BAY NATIVE ASSOCIATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ECONOMIC  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-41 
 
 

 
TITLE: PROMOTING ALASKA AND ALASKA NATIVE-OWNED BUSINESSES  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization in 
Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village 
corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional nonprofit and tribal consortiums 
that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political voice 
of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The theme of AFN’s 2019 Convention is “Good Government, Alaskan Driven;” and  

WHEREAS: Many Alaskan businesses are owned by Alaska Native organizations and Alaska Natives; 
and 

WHEREAS: Alaskan businesses provide critical revenue for Alaska’s economy and employment 
opportunities for Alaskan residents throughout the state; and 

WHEREAS: The federal government has numerous installations and procurement opportunities 
within the State of Alaska; and  

WHEREAS: The federal procurement process is extremely complex and creates barriers to local 
businesses; and 

WHEREAS: Promoting Alaskan and Alaska Native-owned businesses, through government 
contracting, will enhance economic opportunities for the entire Alaska Native 
community. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that AFN does 
hereby support efforts to promote Alaska and Alaska Native-owned businesses in 
federal government contracting opportunities throughout the State of Alaska.  

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
SUBMITTED BY:  THE EYAK CORPORATION 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ANSCA/TRIBAL 
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Alaska Federation of Natives 
2019 Annual AFN Convention 

Resolution 19-42 
 
 

TITLE: LANDS IN ALASKA NATIVE VILLAGES BEING HELD IN TRUST BY THE STATE OF 
ALASKA UNDER SEC. 14(C)(3) OF ANCSA 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Section 14(c)(3) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (ANCSA) required 
every Native Village Corporation formed under the Act to turn a portion of the 
lands it received in the Village under the Act over to the State of Alaska to be 
held in trust for the eventual creation of a municipal government in the area; 
and 

WHEREAS: many Villages have already turned land over to be held in trust and managed by 
the State of Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: in the case of many rural Native Villages the land is now being managed in 
apparent perpetuity by the State Municipal Land Trust (MLT), an office that is 
underfunded and overtasked; and 

WHEREAS: There are a number of villages in Alaska where conveyances to the State MLT 
have not yet taken place, or have not been finalized with a 14(c)(3) signed 
agreement; and 

WHEREAS: it has been decades since the passage of ANCSA, and many years after villages 
turned over land, and there have been no municipalities formed or planned, and 
no end in sight; and 

WHEREAS: the State does not have the resources to adequately manage these lands 
indefinitely, nor did the drafters of ANCSA intend that result; and 

WHEREAS: the State laws and regulations governing the MLT give the Trust the authority to 
convey or dispose of 14(c)(3) lands it is managing in Villages when the Tribal 
authority (referred to in the regulations as the Appropriate Village Entity) 
concurs with the action; and 
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WHEREAS: the local community, acting through its Tribal Council and its Native Village 
Corporation is best situated to make appropriate decisions on Village land 
management in the best interests of the community. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
requests that in cases where there has been demonstrated support by the 
Village Tribal and Corporate leadership, the MLT should use its authority under 
AS 44.33.755 and 3 AAS 190.410 – 190.490 to work with the Tribal Council and 
the Alaska Native Corporation to ensure a smooth and effective return of the 
14(c)(3) lands to the appropriate Native entity to manage in what they 
determine to be their own community’s best interests; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that any necessary changes be made to federal law to facilitate the 
transfer of MLT-held Village lands back to the appropriate Native entity; and 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that in cases where there has been demonstrated support by the 
Village Tribal and Alaska Native Corporate leadership, and the Alaska Native 
Corporation has not completed the 14(c) process, the Alaska Native Corporation 
should be allowed to transfer part or all of its 14(c)(3) required acreage directly 
to the appropriate Native entity 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: CHENEGA CORPORATION  
COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-43 

 
 
TITLE: A RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT OF THE LANDLESS SOUTHEAST NATIVE 

COMMUNITIES SEEKING LEGISLATION TO FORM ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS 
SETTLEMENT ACT (ANCSA) CORPORATIONS AND RECEIVE ANCSA BENEFITS, 
INCLUDING LAND SELECTION RIGHTS AND APPROPRIATE COMPENSATION 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: In 1971 the United States Congress enacted the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act (ANCSA) to recognize and settle the aboriginal claims of Alaska Natives to 
their traditional homelands by authorizing the establishment of Alaska Native 
Corporations to receive and manage lands and funds awarded in settlement of 
the claims for Alaska Natives; and 

WHEREAS: The purpose of ANCSA was to settle the land claims of the Alaska Natives and to 
provide them with the means to pursue economic development for the benefit 
of Alaska’s Native people; and 

WHEREAS: ANCSA was passed to provide for a fair and just settlement of all claims by 
Natives and Native groups of Alaska, and was to be accomplished rapidly, with 
certainty, in conformity with real economic and social needs of Natives; and 

WHEREAS: Many of the Alaska Native Corporations have become successful and powerful 
economic, social and cultural engines within their communities, regions and 
throughout the State of Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Native communities of Haines, Ketchikan, Petersburg, Tenakee and 
Wrangell (known as “Landless” communities in Southeast Alaska) were not listed 
as communities eligible to form Native village or urban corporations under 
ANCSA, despite the fact that these communities comprised greater than 20% of 
the Shareholders of Sealaska; and  
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WHEREAS: The reason for this exclusion is not explained in the statutory or report language 
of ANCSA and an appeal of the exclusion, to the Secretary of the Interior, was 
not authorized for Southeast Alaska communities in ANCSA; and 

WHEREAS: A Congressional report commissioned in 1993 to examine the reason why the 
five communities were denied ANCSA eligibility indicates that the communities 
do not differ significantly from the Southeast communities that were allowed 
ANCSA eligibility; and 

WHEREAS: The five Landless communities and shareholders have been denied the benefit of 
Native land ownership, and the opportunities that this land ownership could 
provide economically, socially and culturally; and  

WHEREAS: These five Landless communities have sought full eligibility for ANCSA land and 
benefits for four decades, and will continue to fight to correct this historic 
inequity; and 

WHEREAS: The Landless communities, through legislation introduced into the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives, are seeking an act of Congress to allow 
them to form ANCSA Native urban corporations and to receive ANCSA benefits, 
including land selection rights and appropriate compensation.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN calls upon the United States Congress, the Department of the Interior and 
the Department of Agriculture to recognize these five Landless communities as 
eligible to form Alaska Native corporations and to receive land selection rights 
and compensation under ANCSA; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Federation of Natives will add its policy support and 
efforts to the struggle to enact legislation intended to authorize the formation of 
the Alaska Native corporations for these five Landless communities under 
ANCSA. 

 
 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  SEALASKA CORPORATION 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS  
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-44 

 
 

TITLE: MAKING ALASKA NATIVE CORPORATIONS WHOLE FOR RECONVEYANCES OF 
ANCSA LAND REQUIRED BY ANCSA SECTION 14(C)  

 WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (“ANCSA”) is universally recognized as a 
land settlement; and 

WHEREAS: Section 14(c)(1) and (2) of ANCSA requires Alaska Native Corporations to convey 
tracts of their ANCSA land to occupants and nonprofits who occupied the lands 
as of December 18, 1971; and 

WHEREAS: Section 14(c)(3) of ANCSA requires Alaska Native Corporations to convey tracts 
of their ANCSA land to Municipal Corporations (or to the State in trust for any 
future Municipal Corporations) for community expansion and other community 
needs; and 

WHEREAS: ANCSA does not include any provision for Alaska Native Corporations to select 
additional lands to make them whole for their ANCSA land that they are required 
to convey pursuant to Section 14(c) of ANCSA; and 

WHEREAS: The land that Alaska Native Corporations are required to convey under Section 
14(c) of ANCSA is often some of its most useful and valuable land because of its 
proximity to the village, subsistence areas, businesses, and residences; and 

WHEREAS: Because of the significant variations in required land transfers under 14(c), the 
net effect of 14(c) has been to significantly undercut the land entitlement for 
many Alaska Native Corporations; and 

WHEREAS: Making Alaska Native Corporations whole for 14(c) conveyances will enable 
Alaska Native Corporations to more freely utilize available lands for community 
development and promotion of village-wide initiatives; and 
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WHEREAS: Because many Alaska Native Corporations have not been able to complete 14(c), 
it has unfairly disadvantaged those that have diligently completed 14(c) while 
serving as a disincentive to those who have not. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN does hereby support efforts to amend ANCSA and/or seek regulatory 
changes to make Alaska Native Corporations whole for their ANCSA lands that 
they are required to convey through Section 14(c) of ANCSA.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY:  THE EYAK CORPORATION 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-45 

 
 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION URGING THE DELEGATION TO AMEND ANCSA TO ADDRESS 
TREATMENT OF INCOME FROM ANCSA CORPORATIONS AND SETTLEMENT 
TRUSTS 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of 1971 (ANCSA) settled the land claims 
of the Alaska Native people and created for-profit Alaska Native corporations 
owned by Alaska Native shareholders; and 

WHEREAS: Following passage of ANCSA, dividends to shareholders from ANCSA 
corporations were counted as income for purposes of determining eligibility for 
other federal needs-based benefits programs, adversely impacting shareholders’ 
eligibility for such programs; and  

WHEREAS: As part of the 1988 ANCSA technical amendments Congress addressed this issue 
by providing that $2,000 of income from ANCSA dividends would be excluded 
from the calculation of income for federal benefit eligibility; and 

WHEREAS: The amount of the dividend exclusion has not been increased since; and  

WHEREAS: Many Alaska Native corporations are now issuing distributions through an 
ANCSA Settlement Trust rather than a dividend from the Alaska Native 
corporation; and  

WHEREAS: The eligibility of ANCSA shareholders, particularly elders, to qualify for federal 
programs continues to be adversely affected by ANCSA dividends and 
distributions, and some shareholders are compelled to waive or return this 
income or jeopardize their entitlement to federal programs; and 

WHEREAS: AFN supports initiatives to have the delegation review and update the $2,000 
income exclusion to either increase and inflation adjust the dollar amount, or to 
provide an exclusion for Alaska Native corporation dividends and ANCSA 
Settlement Trust distributions. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
our congressional delegation to amend ANCSA’s $2,000 income exclusion to 
increase and inflation adjust the dollar amount or to provide an exclusion for 
Alaska Native corporation dividends and ANCSA Settlement Trust distributions in 
the calculation of income for federal benefit program eligibility.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: CHUGACH ALASKA CORPORATION  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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OTHER 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-46 

 
 
TITLE: EXPANDING ALASKA NATIVE PARTICIPATION IN ELECTIONS  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives and Native Americans continue to endure under-representation 
in policies impacting Indian country including Alaska; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives benefit when we have adequate and accurate representation on 
issues impacting our communities; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska’s legislature includes approximately less than five Alaska Native legislators 
in the 60-member body; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives have endured decades of misrepresentation or 
under-representation resulting in less consideration on issues and policies 
impacting Alaska Native communities.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 
recommend AFN and its membership to encourage Alaska Native candidates for 
high profile legislative offices by actively hosting candidate forums and 
networking events statewide; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED such actions to support candidates will begin in the 2020 elections. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
SUBMITTED BY:  AZACHOROK INCORPORATED  
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: AMENDED AND PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-47 

 
 

TITLE: URGING FULL FUNDING FOR THE ALASKA MARINE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Many Alaska communities are accessible only by water or air; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Marine Highway System (AMHS) provides essential services to more 
than 35 coastal communities in Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: Essential services include transportation for: medical services; job opportunities; 
educational opportunities such as school trips and higher education; transport of 
vehicles; military; regional container shipments for food; and shopping for 
groceries and other basic needs; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska communities also benefit from coastal residents spending money and 
purchasing items when traveling to these and other hub communities, as well as 
from tourism to and from coastal communities; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Legislature has failed to provide full funding for the Alaska Marine 
Highway System to continue operations through the end of fiscal year 2019 and 
beyond; and 

WHEREAS: AMHS passengers are now facing a change in price based on the number of 
passengers, which passes on costs to rural residents; and 

WHEREAS: AMHS has already diminished the winter ferry schedule for some rural routes; 
and 

WHEREAS: The effort to make the AMHS an independent or quasi-independent organization 
will still require state subsidies and as a support for those subsidies gets less and 
less, rural community routes will likely be cut first; and  

WHEREAS: A shutdown of the Alaska Marine Highway System would have devastating and 
unavoidable impacts on those communities it serves. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN urge the Alaska State Legislature to provide full funding to enable the Alaska 
Marine Highway System to continue operations and in the event that full funding 
is not provided due to the State budget process being stalled, a baseline 
allocation would be made to ensure the system could operate until full funding is 
provided; and  

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN takes all necessary steps to implement this resolution 
immediately.  

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AFOGNAK VILLAGES ROUNDTABLE AND KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL 
ROUNDTABLE  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 

2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 
RESOLUTION 19-48 

 
 
TITLE: ESTABLISHING NATIONAL FUNDING FOR ESSENTIAL MARINE TRANSPORTATION 

AND A FUNDING PRIORITY FOR ALL RURAL ESSENTIAL MARINE 
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska is a vast state with millions of acres of wilderness and has few 
transportation options with ground transportation non-existent to most rural 
Alaskan communities; and 

WHEREAS: The majority of Alaska’s rural, off-road system communities are either ocean or 
riverine based, relying on marine transportation to freight heavy cargo such as 
fuel, building materials for housing and public building, groceries, vehicles, and 
dry goods; and 

 WHEREAS: Alaska’s marine coastal communities also rely on marine facilities to support 
valuable resource based industries such as fishing, tourism, and logging, and that 
such facilities are necessary to sustainable economic development and growth as 
well as to remove accumulations of solid waste from rural communities; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska’s military families and forces rely on essential marine to support their 
relocation, medical, and other needs; and 

 WHEREAS: The federal government has recognized the importance of Essential Air Service in 
that it provides a vital link that connects, sustains, and maintains our 
communities, however it has not formally recognized nor established a program 
of Essential Marine Transportation that formally recognizes the critically 
important nature of marine transportation in Alaska, which means coastal 
communities must rely on the good will of the State to support essential marine 
services; and 

 WHEREAS: Many of our rural coastal communities do not receive regularly scheduled freight 
or ferry services  resulting in no regular marine shipping services for Alaska’s 
rural, marine-based communities. This in turn causes an exorbitantly high cost of 
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living relating to the cost of shipping fuel, vehicles, groceries, and staples, a very 
high cost of construction of new housing and public buildings due to mobilization 
and shipping costs, and the high cost of maintaining large accumulations of solid 
waste with no ability to remove then, including materials that can be recyclable; 
and 

WHEREAS: It is not cost effective for businesses to invest in coastal communities to bring 
goods at this time; and 

 WHEREAS: There has been recent investment by tribal, local, state, and federal 
governments in expanding infrastructure such as docks and harbors to 
accommodate essential marine in coastal communities; and 

WHEREAS: Coastal communities are presently dealing with additional cuts to ferry services 
via the Alaska Marine Highway System, which served in some ways as essential 
marine. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN strongly recommends the creation of an Essential Marine Transportation 
Program by the federal government to provide marine transportation subsidies, 
including the shipment of fuel to support regular, vital, shipping services to 
Alaska’s coastal and riverine communities; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN strongly urges the State of Alaska to provide consistent 
ferry services to all rural ports that can support the safe docking of ferries; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that in all transportation planning by the State of Alaska adequate 
consideration be given to marine projects such as docks and harbors for Alaska’s 
rural communities that are considered essential to supporting all Essential 
Marine Transportation and resource-based industries. 

 

 
Julie Kitka 
President  
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUBMITTED BY: AFOGNAK VILLAGES ROUNDTABLE AND KONIAG/KANA REGIONAL 
ROUNDTABLE  

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 

106 



ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-49 

TITLE: AFN ENCOURAGES MATTEL TO INCLUDE ELIZABETH PERATROVICH IN INSPIRING 
WOMEN SERIES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Elizabeth Wanamaker Peratrovich led the charge in passing the very first 

anti-discrimination law in the United States; and 

WHEREAS: Her efforts to petition Governor Ernest Gruening to introduce the 

Anti-Discrimination Act and her testimony are considered to have been decisive 

factors in the passage of the law; and 

WHEREAS: Elizabeth Peratrovich is an iconic civil rights leader in the state; and 

WHEREAS: Cultural Socialization and Representation promotes self-confidence and cultural 

pride, Alaska Native children deserve to see someone who looks like them; and 

WHEREAS: Mattel, the maker of Barbie® has their Inspiring Women series to pay tribute to 

“courageous women who paved the way for generations of girls to dream bigger 

than ever before”; and 

WHEREAS: An Elizabeth Peratrovich doll is a chance for Mattel to make an Alaska Native 

hero visible and accessible.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention 

that AFN understands the significant impacts on self-esteem and cultural 

pride in representation for Native American and Alaska Native youth; and 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT THIS RESOLUTION, that AFN encourages Mattel to include 

Elizabeth Peratrovich, a civil rights icon, in their Inspiring Women series to 

inspire Native youth for generations to come to fight for equity and be proud of 

who you are.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY:  CENTRAL COUNCIL OF TLINGIT AND HAIDA INDIAN TRIBES OF ALASKA 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-50 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING ALASKA LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: For more than 50 years, Alaska  Legal  Services  Corporation  (ALSC)  has  ensured 
fairness for all in the justice system by providing access to free civil legal help for 
Alaskans who cannot afford it; and 

WHEREAS: civil legal aid protects the livelihood, health and safety of Alaskans and helps 
them to avoid eviction, illegal dismissal from employment, domestic violence, 
and denial of healthcare and lawful benefits; and 

WHEREAS: ALSC’s lawyers in twelve offices and six medical-legal partnership sites 
embedded within tribal healthcare facilities around the state serve a population 
of over 98,854 Alaskans living below 125% of the poverty threshold, including 
more than 31,965 Alaska Natives; and 

WHEREAS: the Bristol  Bay  Native  Association as well as several other regional Native 
organizations including the Association  of Village Council Presidents, the Tanana 
Chiefs Conference and Maniilaq Association currently partner with ALSC to 
support local ALSC offices and staff in the communities of Dillingham, Bethel, 
Fairbanks, and Kotzebue; and 

WHEREAS: several regional for-profits have provided significant financial and in-kind 
support to ALSC’s regional offices including Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, 
CIRI, Inc., Bering Straits Native Corporation, Bristol Bay Native Corporation, 
Doyon, Ltd, and the Sitnasuak Native Corporation; and 

WHEREAS:     several tribal governments including the Central Council of Tlingit-Haida Indian 
tribes of Alaska, the Kenaitze Indian Tribe, the Inupiaq Community of the Arctic 
Slope, the Nome Eskimo Community, and Orutsararmiut Native Council have also 
provided financial support for and partnered with ALSC; and 

WHEREAS: the State of Alaska did make an appropriation to ALSC for fiscal year (FY) 2020, 
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which was added to the operating budget by the legislature, completely 
eliminated by Governor Dunleavy’s veto, re-added to the budget by the 
legislature through special session, and then approved by Governor Dunleavy in 
the amount of $759,010 to be used for domestic violence and sexual assault civil 
legal services; and 

WHEREAS: This amount is far less than what is needed to assure that all Alaskans have 
access to equal justice and it is unclear whether this will be sustained in future 
fiscal years; and 

WHEREAS: the vast majority of ALSC’s cases involve the basic human necessities of family 
safety, shelter, food, access to medical care and income maintenance; and 

WHEREAS: a 2017 report by the Alaska Court System Access to Justice Committee estimates 
that an individual Alaskan experiences 2.1 legal issues every eighteen months 
and ALSC’s current funding levels only stretch far enough to help about 7,210 
people living in over 191 communities each year; and 

WHEREAS: ALSC must turn away over half of the qualified individuals each year with critical 
legal needs due to its limited resources; and 

WHEREAS: every additional $100,000 of funding enables ALSC to directly benefit 182 more 
people. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urge 
the Governor of Alaska to retain the appropriation for ALSC in his proposed FY 
2021 budget, and urges the Alaska Legislature to appropriate that funding, and 
urges Congress to award sufficient funding to the federal Legal Services 
Corporation to support Alaska Legal Services Corporation’s mission of providing 
free legal services on vital issues to low income Alaskans. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY:  BRISTOL BAY NATIVE ASSOCIATION 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-51 

TITLE: SUPPORTING LEGISLATION TO FACILITATE INTERNATIONAL REPATRIATION OF 
TRIBAL NATIONS’ TANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE AND COORDINATION AMONG 
FEDERAL AGENCIES  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage—including cultural items protected 
under the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, 
archaeological resources protected under the Archaeological Resources 
Protection Act, objects of antiquity protected under the Antiquities Act, and 
other culturally significant items—is illegally removed and trafficked domestically 
and abroad at an alarming rate, and tribal nations are often forced to act quickly 
to secure its return when it appears in auction catalogues for sale; and  

WHEREAS: Once tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage is exported from the United States, 
it is extremely difficult to regain, in part because United States federal law lacks 
certain provisions needed to access other countries’ domestic laws and legal 
mechanisms and international diplomatic tools; and  

WHEREAS: An explicit export prohibition and export certification system for tribal nations’ 
tangible cultural heritage that is currently protected under existing federal 
laws—including cultural items obtained in violation of the Native American 
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, archaeological resources obtained in 
violation of the Archaeological Resources Protection Act, and objects of antiquity 
obtained in violation of the Antiquities Act—would allow the United States and 
tribal nations to request its return from certain countries, such as France, that 
restrict import of cultural heritage illegally exported from a country that provides 
export certification; 

WHEREAS: A confirmation of the President’s authority to enter into agreements under the 
Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, Export, 
and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property, a 1970 international treaty, in 
order to request from other countries return of tribal nations’ tangible cultural 
heritage that is currently protected under existing federal laws, paired with the 
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explicit export prohibition and export certification system together, would allow 
the United States to use the treaty as a diplomatic tool in retrieving such items; 
and 

WHEREAS: Mechanisms through which the federal agencies, including the Departments of 
Interior, Justice, State, and Homeland Security, whose work affects domestic and 
international repatriation of tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage could 
coordinate with each other, tribal nations, and individuals seeking to voluntarily 
return tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage would aid in protection and 
repatriation of tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention urges 
Congress to develop legislation, in consultation with American Indian and Alaska 
Native tribal governments, to:  

1. Prohibit the export of tribal nations’ tangible cultural heritage that is
currently protected under existing federal laws, including cultural items
obtained in violation of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, archaeological resources obtained in violation of the
Archaeological Resources Protection Act, and objects of antiquity obtained in
violation of the Antiquities Act; and

2. Create an export certification system that prevents the export of such items;
and

3. Confirm the President’s authority to enter into agreements under the
Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import,
Export, and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property in order to request
from other countries return of such items; and

4. Create a federal framework to support voluntary return of tribal nations’
tangible cultural heritage, a federal working group to ensure coordination
between federal agencies, and a tribal working group to advise federal
agencies and committees.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN urges Congress to enact the Safeguard Tribal Objects of 
Patrimony (STOP) Act or substantially similar legislation, which is designed to 
address these issues. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: SEALASKA CORPORATION, SEALASKA HERITAGE INSTITUTE, 
CENTRAL COUNCIL OF TLINGIT AND HAIDA INDIANS OF ALASKA 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-52 

TITLE: RECOGNIZING THE CRITICAL IMPORTANCE OF THE 2020 DECENNIAL CENSUS IN 

ALASKA, URGING EVERY ALASKAN TO PARTICIPATE IN THE 2020 DECENNIAL 

CENSUS, ENGAGING WITH THE STATE COMPLETE COUNT COMMISSION 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 186 federally recognized 

tribes, 177 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: United States Census Bureau data collections are fundamental to our country’s 

democratic process because they are used to determine apportionment in the 

U.S. House of Representatives, redraw state legislative boundaries, and redraw 

the political subdivisions of local governments; and 

WHEREAS: the United States Census Bureau is required by the United States Constitution to 

conduct a count of the population every 10 years to help shape the foundation 

of our society and play an active role in American democracy; and 

WHEREAS: every year, billions of dollars of federal and state funds are allocated to 

communities, and decisions on matters of national and local importance, 

including healthcare, community development, business location and 

operations, housing, education, transportation, social services, and employment, 

are made based on census data; and 

WHEREAS: The federal government allocates over $800 billion annually based upon Census 

Bureau data, including more than $3.2 billion within Alaska each year; and 

WHEREAS: the distribution of federal funding for American Indian and Alaska Native 

schools, education programs, health programs, housing programs, water and 
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sewage projects, roads, and economic development is based on data collected 

by the Census Bureau; and 

WHEREAS: Census Bureau data is used to enforce state and federal laws, including civil 

rights laws, and voting rights requirements; and 

WHEREAS: Tribes, governments, businesses, and non-profits throughout Alaska use Census 

Bureau data for planning and development; and 

WHEREAS: Alaskan communities, particularly those with a high proportion of Alaska Natives, 

are among the most difficult in the nation to count accurately due to challenges 

such as geographical location and language barriers; and 

WHEREAS: The additional consequences of undercounting Alaska Native persons include: 

inequitable redistricting, decreased federal funding that exacerbates Alaska’s 

fiscal situation, reductions in essential services like infrastructure repairs, 

decreased funding for education and programs that make up Alaska’s social 

safety net, improper enforcement of laws that protect vulnerable populations, 

and less accurate data available to tribes and tribal organizations to effectively 

plan for the future; and 

WHEREAS: a State Complete Count Commission was established in Alaska to improve 

stakeholder engagement and coordination and to encourage statewide 

participation in the 2020 Census. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 

AFN recognizes the critical importance of accurate U.S. Census Bureau data to all 

Alaskans, as well as the unique challenges of Census data collection in Alaska; 

and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 

Federation of Natives that AFN urges every Alaskan to participate in the 2020 

Census; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 

Federation of Natives that AFN urges the United States Congress to appropriate 

sufficient federal resources to maintain or improve the accuracy of Census 

Bureau data collections in Alaska; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 

Federation of Natives that AFN urges the State Complete Count Commission to 

engage with Tribes, Tribal organizations, and Alaska Native Corporations 
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throughout Alaska to ensure a complete and accurate count in the 2020 Census; 

and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that copies of this resolution shall be sent to the 

Honorable Michael J. Dunleavy, Governor of Alaska; to the Chair of the State of 

Alaska Complete Count Commission; and the Honorable Lisa Murkowski and the 

Honorable Dan Sullivan, U.S. Senators, and the Honorable Don Young, Member 

of the U.S. House of Representatives; and the United States Census Bureau. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: COUNCIL FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES AND ASSOCIATION OF 
VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS 

COMMITTEE ACTION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-53 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION URGING GOVERNOR DUNLEAVY AND THE ALASKA STATE 
LEGISLATURE TO ENSURE THAT THE ALASKA RURAL COMMUNICATIONS SERVICE 
AND SATELLITE SYSTEM INFRASTRUCTURE ARE FULLY FUNDED AND TO RESTORE 
ELIMINATED FUNDING TO CONTINUE OPERATIONAL SERVICE AND TO RESTORE 
FUNDING TO PUBLIC BROADCASTING TO PREVENT FURTHER LOSS OF CRITICAL 
SERVICES 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Rural Communications Service (ARCS) provides free, over-the-air 
television service to approximately 185 rural and isolated Alaska communities 
and remains a primary, affordable information source for many users; and 

WHEREAS: ARCS, a television service formerly known as RATNet, is owned and operated by 
the State of Alaska, and the state relies on it as part of its emergency broadcast 
system; and 

WHEREAS: The emergency communications role played by the ARCS television service 
provides the State of Alaska’s Emergency Alert System with a top level 
distribution platform to quickly and reliably relay emergency alerts to rural 
residents as well as radio and TV broadcast stations statewide; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska has operated ARCS in partnerships with rural village 
community organizations and urban television broadcasters for over three 
decades; and 

WHEREAS: ARCS continues to provide a valuable service to rural Alaska, especially the most 
vulnerable and at-risk residents in remote areas, as a free-to-watch over the air 
television service; and 

WHEREAS: ARCS delivers vital weather and emergency information, as well as news, public 
affairs, entertainment and educational programming in some of Alaska' s most 
remote and economically depressed regions; and 
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WHEREAS: Through an FY14 Capital Appropriation, the State of Alaska is in the process of 
converting all ARCS's transmitters in the villages from analog to digital; the AFN 
Convention supported this project in Resolution 2012-34; and 

WHEREAS: The satellite infrastructure delivers ARCS TV, multiple public TV and radio 
services, Gavel Alaska, and emergency alerts to residents statewide; and 

WHEREAS: The Digital Conversion Project delivers improved and increased programming to 
ARCS viewers with no additional operating costs, implements new electronics to 
replace aging equipment, and maximizes the use of the ARCS satellite 
infrastructure; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska's initial investment in RATNet produced three decades of 
service to bush and rural Alaska that continues as ARCS today; and the new 
digital ARCS technology increases availability of free broadcasting content and 
services to many residents for the first time; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting in Alaska provides over the air non-commercial public 
service programming to un-served and underserved audiences throughout 
Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting provides an unparalleled level of local public service 
programming including local news; weather and marine conditions; community 
information; emergency, health and safety information; music and public affairs 
programming; and live event coverage; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting serves bush and rural communities where commercial 
service does not exist. Service in the bush is provided by originating stations 
based in bush and rural communities and by urban stations with equipment in 
remote areas; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting’s public safety mission is reflected in participation in the 
statewide Emergency Alert System (EAS), which for many is a primary source of 
local, statewide and national emergency declarations; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting’s education mission is reflected in the high quality of its 
children’s programming, educational outreach in the community, and lifelong 
learning opportunities for all ages; and 

WHEREAS: Public broadcasting’s local service mission is characterized by local ownership, 
local control of programming, deep community engagement; strong partnerships 
with many community organizations; and 
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WHEREAS: The collaborative relationship between the State of Alaska, the public 
communications services it supports, and the residents in rural and urban Alaska 
communities who depend on those services every day, represents a unique and 
valuable partnership worthy of strong support. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN urges Governor Dunleavy and the Alaska State Legislature to ensure the 
Alaska Rural Communications Service, and Satellite Services are fully funded and 
to restore eliminated funding for public broadcasting so that residents in bush 
and rural Alaska continue to receive these fundamental radio and television 
services. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY:  COUNCIL ON THE ADVANCEMENT OF ALASKA NATIVES 
COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION: PASS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-54 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION SUPPORTING THE ALASKA STATE COUNCIL ON THE ARTS (ASCA) 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: the Alaska State Council on the Arts (ASCA) was created in statute in 1966 by the 
Alaska State Legislature to act as Alaska’s State Arts Agency; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of ASCA is to represent, support, and advance the creative 
endeavors of individuals, organizations, and agencies throughout Alaska; and 

WHEREAS: ASCA supports Alaska Native artists through a variety of efforts including its 
Traditional Native Arts Program, Alaska Native Arts Senior Advisory Committee, 
Alaska Native Leadership Program, Alaska’s Living Cultural Treasures and Rural 
Artists Residencies Programs, and other initiatives; and 

WHEREAS: ASCA has supported and advocated for protection of Alaska Native artists and 
their artwork through management of the Silver Hand Alaska Native arts 
authentication program; and 

WHEREAS: ASCA has developed strong partnerships with Alaska Native profit and non-profit 
organizations and tribal entities through the delivery of professional 
development services. ASCA’s goal is for Alaska Native artists to thrive and 
prosper, bringing the maximum benefits from all these arts forms to those who 
practice, enjoy, and appreciate them; 

WHEREAS: on a per capita basis, Alaska invests about one dollar annually (from all State 
fund sources) in ASCA, which returns over three dollars for each Alaskan; and 

WHEREAS: ASCA has helped create, and is key to sustaining, an arts sector that is a major 
economic driver in Alaska. As of 2012, 9700 Alaskans were employed in the arts 
and creative industries.  Nonprofit arts organizations supported by ASCA 
generate over $26 million in revenue. $85 million in revenues are generated 
through art gallery and individual artist sales, and another $17 million in 
revenues are generated through performing arts events.  (Creative Vitality Index, 
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Western States Arts Federation).  Modest funding from the State of Alaska, 
matched more than 3-to-1 by federal and private foundation support, not only 
improves quality of life for Alaskans, but sustains multiple vital parts of our 
economy. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
AFN urge the Governor of Alaska to retain the appropriation for ASCA in his 
proposed FY 20201 budget at the FY 2020 level at minimum, and urges the 
Alaska Legislature to appropriate that funding at the FY 2020 level at minimum in 
support of the Alaska State Council on the Arts.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
BOARD RECOMMENDATION: SEND TO THE FLOOR  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-55  

TITLE: GOOD GOVERNMENT, ALASKAN DRIVEN 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 186 federally recognized 
tribes, 177 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: Since time immemorial Alaska Natives have owned and occupied Alaska and 
have governed themselves under their traditional forms of government, enabling 
them to thrive and flourish for thousands of years; and  

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives sought to secure the right to vote in the territorial and federal 
governments; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives have a history of working to secure their aboriginal, civil, and land 
rights and to ensure that government meets its responsibilities to its citizens; 
and 

WHEREAS: When AFN formed more than 50 years ago, Native leaders included in the 
organization’s Articles of Incorporation a call for good government; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Natives, who have three layers of citizenships under tribal, state and 
federal governments, understand the elements of “Good Government” and the 
responsibility of government to promote justice and equity and to support the 
social and economic welfare of its citizens; and 

WHEREAS: With Alaska facing serious fiscal challenges that could negatively impact all 
Alaskan citizens and rural and urban communities alike, “Alaskan Driven,” long 
term, and balanced solutions must be sought through meaningful engagement 
between all Alaskans and the legislature and administration. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual AFN Convention that 
the AFN membership and administration in attendance at the 2019 AFN 
Convention commits itself to strengthen the Native community’s bonds of unity, 
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and reach out to all Alaskans to help build an Alaska in which current and future 
generations may thrive and prosper. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN through its membership and administration will continue to 
engage with federal and state governments at all levels and in all branches to 
further the interests of all Alaska citizens. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that AFN will continue to implement and update its public policy 
Advocacy Plan for Alaska and will join with other interest groups and citizens to 
ensure that the State of Alaska meets its obligations to all it citizens as set forth 
in Alaska’s Constitutions are met. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
BOARD RECOMMENDATION: SEND TO THE FLOOR  
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-56 

TITLE: DECLARATION FOR CLIMATE CHANGE STATE OF EMERGENCY IN ALASKA 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide 
convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 
Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 
unique spirits and identities of our people; and 

WHEREAS: The purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth 
for cultural knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify 
the power of participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 
resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and  

WHEREAS: We the indigenous youth and future leaders of Alaska are concerned for the 
survival of our future generations, ways of life, traditional lands, intact 
ecosystems, emotional, spiritual, and mental well-being due to Climate Change; 
and 

WHEREAS: Our indigenous lands and waters are warming at twice the rate as the rest of the 
world. Many communities across the state face hardships directly correlated 
with Climate Change, such as the extreme warming temperatures which melt the 
permafrost, causing mass erosion, resulting in the relocation of entire 
communities along with devastating the natural habitats of our animal and plant 
relatives. These impacts have disrupted indigenous seasonal hunting and 
gathering traditions; and 

WHEREAS: In recent years we have lost community members due to unpredictable and 
unsafe ice conditions, have seen the die off and disease of seals, salmon, 
migratory birds, shellfish, whales, polar bears, and recognize that these are also 
our relatives; and 
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WHEREAS: We, the Alaska Native youth, are asking our tribal leaders to consider, as is 
traditional, the future of their grandchildren and the generations to come. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 
Alaska Federation of Natives will reinstate a climate action leadership task force 
within the Alaska Federation of Natives to advance indigenous voices and 
advocate for strong climate policies that will ensure the survival of future 
generations and to declare a state of emergency on Climate Change. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-57  

TITLE:  PROTECT CLEAN WATER AND WATER DEPENDENT SPECIES 

WHEREAS:    The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS:    the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS:     the First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide 

convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 

Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 

unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS: the purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth 

for cultural knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify 

the power of participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 

resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

WHEREAS: Water was always treated with the utmost respect, and traditional and 

customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of 

indigenous environmental and natural resources; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska’s indigenous peoples have relied on clean water; the health of our water 

is the most important issue in protecting our wild salmon, the entire ecosystem, 

and all species that rely on water; and 

WHEREAS: Our spiritual connection to the land, air, sea and resources which are abound; 

gives our people purpose and identity which is more than just water and food, it 

provides the ability to harvest resources from nature which gives each person, 

family, and community a reason to live in the areas we have inhabited for 

millennia. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 

Alaska Federation of Natives agree that the future of the generations yet to 

come hinge upon actions taken today by tribal, regional non-profits, ANCSA 

Corporations,  state and federal leaders to protect the health of our waters and 

wild salmon therefore any current or future regulation, statute change, or new 

statute must meet this standard of protecting our traditional Native ways of 

living and will use the tribal consultation to do so.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-58  

TITLE: A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR ESTABLISHING DREAM CENTERS IN EACH VILLAGE 

TO CREATE A SAFE PLACE FOR CHILDREN TO SLEEP 

WHEREAS:    The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS: The First Alaskans Institute Elders & Youth Conference is the largest statewide 

convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 

Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 

unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS: The purpose of the Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 

knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power 

of our participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 

resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

WHEREAS: Students need help with having a safe environment where they could go to get 

enough sleep and feel safe which impacts their ability to learn and thrive; and 

WHEREAS: Due to overcrowded housing and negative social surroundings many students 

come to school without getting the 9-12 hours of sleep for 6 to 12 year-old 

children and 8-10 hours of sleep for 13 to 18-year-old children as recommended 

by the American Academy of Pediatrics; and  

WHEREAS: Funding for tribal health and social service not-for-profits is obtained through 

partnerships with tribes and that funding can be used to help tribes establish 

Dream Centers or another safe place to sleep in each community for children 

6-18 years-old.
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 

Alaska Federation of Natives call upon the tribal health and social service 

not-for-profit organizations to help communities with the problem of designating 

and staffing a dream house or appropriate safe house for children in each 

community. 

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-59 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION CALLING FOR THE ALASKA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION & EARLY 

DEVELOPMENT TO INCLUDE TEACHING ALASKA NATIVE LANGUAGES AS A 

FOREIGN LANGUAGE REQUIREMENT FOR HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATION WITH 

FUNDING 

WHEREAS:    The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS:    the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS:    The First Alaskans Institute Elders & Youth Conference is the largest statewide 

convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 

Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 

unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS: The purpose of the Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 

knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power 

of our participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 

resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

WHEREAS: The State of Alaska recognizes all Alaska Native languages as official languages 

and sets the mandatory curriculum for all Alaskan school through the Alaska 

Department of Education and Early Development; and 

WHEREAS: A student’s knowledge of the Alaska Native language relevant to their area 

fosters pride in their identity and promotes a sense of belonging at school and in 

their community and communities do not currently have adequate access to 

Alaska Native language education; and 
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WHEREAS: Alaska Native languages relevant to each school or area can be taught alongside 

education and treated as an equal in importance to all other subjects; and  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 

Alaska Federation of Natives request of the Alaska State Board of Education & 

Early Development implement a one-year foreign language requirement with 

funding for graduation from all Alaska high school that includes Alaska Native 

languages.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-60 

TITLE: REQUESTING SUPPORT FIVE FOCUS AREAS IN ALASKA – COMPACTING FOR 
BUREAU OF INDIAN EDUCATION (BIE) FUNDS 

WHEREAS:  The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS:    the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS:    The First Alaskans Institute Elders & Youth Conference is the largest statewide 

convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 

Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 

unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS: The purpose of the Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 

knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power 

of our participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 

resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

WHEREAS: Tribes in Alaska support funding for five Tribal focus areas in Alaska for 

Compacting of Bureau of Indian Educational (BIE) funds; and 

WHEREAS: Kenaitze Indian Tribe supports the five Tribal focus areas in Alaska, who are in              

need of educational funding, to enhance educational opportunities for Tribes in           

Alaska; and, 

WHEREAS: the Kenaitze Indian Tribal Council supports the five (5) Tribal focus areas which             

include: Kenaitze Indian Tribe, Chickaloon Village Traditional Council, Akiak         

Native Community, Kotzebue IRA, and Tlingit and Haida 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 

Alaska Federation of Natives supports the five (5) Tribal focus areas which 
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include: Kenaitze Indian Tribe, Chickaloon Village Traditional Council, Akiak 

Native Community, Kotzebue IRA, and Southeast Alaska.  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED   that this resolution once accepted by the 

participants, be transmitted to NCAI to support the five focus areas in Alaska – 

Compacting for Bureau of Indian Education Funds for the five (5) Tribal focus 

areas which include:  Kenaitze Indian Tribe, Chickaloon Village Traditional 

Council, Akiak Native Community, Kotzebue IRA, and Southeast Alaska.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-61  

TITLE:  CALLING ON ELECTED OFFICIALS, FEDERAL AND STATE AGENCIES TO MEET THEIR 
OBLIGATIONS TO RESPECT TRIBAL SOVEREIGNTY AND TO INCORPORATE TRIBAL 
GOVERNMENT PRIORITIES AND SOLUTIONS IN ADDRESSING THE CLIMATE CRISIS 

WHEREAS:    The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 
tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 
state programs; and 

WHEREAS:    the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS:  the First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide 
convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 
Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 
unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS:  the purpose of the Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 
knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power 
of our participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 
resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

WHEREAS: Climate warming is creating a burden to our future generations that are facing 
the consequences of inaction. Alaska Native communities are facing major 
spiritual, emotional, physical, economic and cultural consequences from the 
increasing harm caused by climate warming and the transport, release, and 
exposures to harmful contaminants such as mercury and persistent organic 
pollutants. The massive die offs of seabirds and marine mammals, shrinking sea 
ice and permafrost, increasing storm surges, wildfires and other consequences of 
climate change are endangering our cultures, our way of life and survival as 
Indigenous peoples; and 

WHEREAS: Alaska Native voices and guidance are often missing from discussions and 
decisions related to climate change and contaminants, their effects upon our 
communities’ health and wellbeing, and solutions to solve these crises; and  

WHEREAS: Article 18 of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
(UNDRIP) declares that “Indigenous peoples have the right to participate in 
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decision-making in matters which would affect their rights…as well as to
maintain and develop their own Indigenous decision-making institutions ;” and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 
Alaska Federation of Natives call upon elected officials, state and federal 
agencies to meet their obligations to incorporate tribal government priorities 
when addressing the climate crisis and to fully include tribes in discussions and 
decisions toward solutions and a rapid shift to a just, equitable, and 
pollution-free energy future. This is necessary to ensure the protection of our 
way of life, our traditional foods, our cultures, our health and well-being, and 
future generations.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-62  

TITLE: UPDATE ALASKA HISTORY CURRICULUM 

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 

organization in Alaska and its membership includes 191 federally recognized 

tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 12 regional 

nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and 

state programs; and 

WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 

political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and 

WHEREAS:     the First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide 

convening of Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska 

Native cultures and language groups in order to enhance and perpetuate the 

unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 

WHEREAS: the purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth 

for cultural knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify 

the power of participants as leaders today, and advance solutions such as these 

resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our communities; and 

 WHEREAS: Required statewide Alaskan History classes currently do not include oral history 

from regional Elders or support from Regional Corporations and Tribes; and 

WHEREAS: The Alaskan Board of Education currently does not give students the opportunity 

to acquire authentic information about their cultures and to build pride in who 

they are and where they are from; and 

WHEREAS: A more accurate curriculum would include each Tribes’ traditional ways, history, 

and beliefs from each region’s perspective so all students could be more 

culturally sensitive to Alaska’s past and future, and so all students in Alaska have 

access to more factual information. 
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the 

Alaska Federation of Natives agree to advocate for rightful representation in 

Alaska history and to the Regional Corporations, Tribal entities, and the Alaskan 

Board of Education for their adoption and support.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE PARTICIPANTS OF THE 2019 FIRST ALASKANS INSTITUTE ELDERS AND 
YOUTH CONFERENCE 

CONVENTION ACTION: PASSED 
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ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES 
2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION 

RESOLUTION 19-63 

TITLE: A RESOLUTION CALLING ON THE STATE OF ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF 
ADMINISTRATION, DIVISION OF MOTOR VEHICLES (DMV), TO PROVIDE ACCESS 
TO DMV SERVICES IN ALASKA NATIVE COMMUNITIES  

WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native 
organization in Alaska and its membership includes 186 federally recognized 
tribes, 177 village corporations, 12 regional corporations, and 12 regional 
nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and run federal and state 
programs; and 

WHEREAS: The mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and 
political voice of the entire Alaska Native community; and  

WHEREAS: According to the federal Transportation Security Administration (TSA), all air 
travelers must show valid identification at airport checkpoints in order to travel; 
and  

WHEREAS: The federal REAL ID Act established requirements for State-issued driver’s 
licenses and identification (ID) cards in order for them to be valid for air travel, 
and the State of Alaska DMV is responsible for implementing these requirements 
in Alaska; and  

WHEREAS: Beginning October 1, 2020, Alaska residents must have a REAL ID-compliant 
State-issued driver’s license or ID card, or other valid form of identification (such 
as a passport or tribal-issued photo ID); and 

WHEREAS: Many residents in Alaska Native communities do not have alternate forms of 
valid identification and rely on State-issued driver’s licenses or ID cards for air 
travel; and  

WHEREAS: Without assistance from the Alaska DMV, many residents of our Alaska Native 
communities will be unable to obtain REAL ID-compliant State-issued licenses or 
ID cards because they do not have reasonable access to existing DMV facilities; 
over one hundred Alaska Native communities are not connected to the road 
system and the cost of air travel to the nearest DMV facility is prohibitively high; 
and  
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WHEREAS: This has the potential to create a crisis in health care as access to commercial air 
travel is essential for many residents of our Alaska Native communities to obtain 
access to a higher level of care; and  

WHEREAS: If members of the Alaska Native community are unable to obtain REAL 
ID-compliant State-issued licenses or ID cards by October 1, 2020, many will not 
have access to health care beyond that provided in their local communities, 
which could lead to negative outcomes and higher costs. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that AFN calls on the State of Alaska DMV to travel to Alaska 
Native communities in rural Alaska to provide access to DMV services so its 
members will be able to obtain Real ID-compliant State-issued licenses or ID 
cards by October 1, 2020.  

Julie Kitka 
President 

SUBMITTED BY: THE ASSOCIATION OF VILLAGE COUNCIL PRESIDENTS 
CONVENTION ACTION: PASS 
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The National Congress of American Indians 

Resolution #ABQ-19-029 

 
TITLE: Oppose Rulemaking that Weakens or Eliminates Protections of the 

Roadless Rule within Tribal Traditional Territories and Support the 

‘No-Action Alternative’ in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking  

 

WHEREAS, we, the members of the National Congress of American Indians 

of the United States, invoking the divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and 

purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves and our descendants the inherent sovereign 

rights of our Indian nations, rights secured under Indian treaties and agreements with 

the United States, and all other rights and benefits to which we are entitled under the 

laws and Constitution of the United States and the United Nations Declaration on the 

Rights of Indigenous Peoples, to enlighten the public toward a better understanding of 

the Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, and otherwise promote the health, 

safety and welfare of the Indian people, do hereby establish and submit the following 

resolution; and 

 

WHEREAS, the National Congress of American Indians (NCAI) was 

established in 1944 and is the oldest and largest national organization of American 

Indian and Alaska Native tribal governments; and 

 

WHEREAS, tribes of Alaska’s southeast region are federally recognized 

Indian tribes under federal law and these tribes’ traditional territory includes 

homelands within and around the Tongass National Forest; and 

 

WHEREAS, protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal 

traditional and customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of 

tribal traditional environmental and natural resources; and 

 

WHEREAS, indigenous peoples’ longstanding care of the ancestral lands now 

classified as “inventoried roadless areas” (IRA) within the Tongass National Forest 

has been in place for millennia and these lands not only provide indigenous people 

with food, they essentially define who we are and where we come from; and 

 

WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds that ensure 

a clean drinking water for our tribal citizens and inventoried roadless areas contain 

many sites sacred to tribal citizens who use these roadless areas for spiritual, religious, 

and traditional practices and other customary uses and activities; and 

  

WHEREAS, inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help 

ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to 

our spiritual, social, nutritional, and ecological values; and 
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WHEREAS, given Southeast Alaska’s cool wet weather, the amount of stored carbon in 

intact old-growth forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon 

stores in the world; and  

 

WHEREAS, the conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas in, for example, the 

Tongass National Forest – the largest temperate rainforest in the United States – is essential for 

slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 

 

WHEREAS, according to the State of Alaska's economic experts, Tongass National Forest 

timber is uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, 

high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes and they also note that the 

Tongass timber industry represents less than one percent of today’s jobs and earnings in Southeast 

Alaska; and 

 

WHEREAS, at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed roadless 

rule, nearly 60 percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the 

Tongass National Forest in the final roadless rule, and this support has only grown to upward of 80 

percent to date; and 

 

WHEREAS, the best available science and traditional ecological knowledge support the 

conclusion that the ‘no action alternative’ should be the preferred alternative to the roadless rule 

changes. 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the National Congress of American 

Indians (NCAI) opposes any rulemaking that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections 

within tribal traditional territories, including the Tongass National Forest; and  

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, such change would substantially and negatively affect the 

inherent rights of tribes to use the land in traditional and customary ways; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that NCAI opposes any action that negatively affects 

traditional lands and waters without the affected tribes’ consent; and 

 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that in light of proposed changes to the Roadless Rule 

protections as applied to the Tongass National Forest, the National Congress of American Indians 

strongly supports a ‘no-action alternative’ to narrowing the protections provided by the Roadless 

Rule to all National Forest lands within tribal traditional territories; and 

 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, that this resolution shall be the policy of NCAI until it is 

withdrawn or modified by subsequent resolution. 
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CERTIFICATION 

 

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the General Assembly at the 2019 Annual Session of the 

National Congress of American Indians, held at the Albuquerque Convention Center, October 20-

25, 2019, with a quorum present. 

 

 

 

              

Fawn Sharp, President  

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

       

Juana Majel Dixon, Recording Secretary 

 



Organized Village of Kake 
Kake, Alaska 99830-0316 

  
 (Federally Recognized Tribal Government serving the 

Kake, Alaska area) 

November 26, 2019 

Troy D. Heithecker 

Acting Forest Supervisor  

Tongass National Forest  

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901  

Troy.d.heithecker@usda.gov  

Extension request for commenting on the Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement 

Dear Acting Forest Supervisor Heithecker, 

The Organized Village of Kake would like to submit an official request you extend the comment period on the 

Alaska Roadless Rule Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for an additional 90 days. Due to weather 

delays and poor planning, the Organized Village of Kake and the broader community is at an unacceptable 

disadvantage for learning about the effects of the proposed full exemption and the rulemaking process, and now 

has an extremely limited amount of time to comment on the project after the public meeting and subsistence 

hearing. Comments on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS are due December 17, 2019. The proposed public 

meeting for Kake is on December 7, 2019. Ten days is a completely insufficient amount of time for the Forest 

Service to educate our community citizens, tribal council, tribal citizens, and city government, and for us fully 

deliberate on the most appropriate response and contribute thoughtful, effective comments. 

The Forest Service was originally scheduled to host a public meeting and subsistence hearing in Kake on 

November 8th, 2019. OVK got notice that this meeting was cancelled on the morning of November 7, 2019. 

The Forest Service then rescheduled the meeting for November 22nd, 2019. This meeting was also cancelled 

due to weather, and OVK received notice on the morning of November 21, 2019. The Forest Service has now 

rescheduled the public meeting and subsistence hearing on December 7, 2019, to accommodate for OVK's 

participation in the BIA conference in Anchorage during the first week of December. However, the late date of 

this meeting, now December 7th, and the potential for it to be further rescheduled due to weather puts our 

tribal council, tribal citizens, and the entire community of Kake at a crucial disadvantage during this 

rulemaking process and thus hinders everyone's ability to effectively participate in the rulemaking process. 

The Organized Village of Kake, our tribal citizens, and our community are at the frontlines of this issue and will 

be the most directly impacted by any exemption from the current protections provided for by the 2001 Roadless 

Rule or failure to improve the rule by including roughly 350,000 acres that were wrongly excluded from the 

inventory used to support the 2001 Rule. These excluded roadless areas include customarily and traditionally 

important lands in the East Kuiu (VCUs 4160, 4170, 4180) and Three mile Arm (VCU 4190). Therefore, it is 

critical that the Forest Service make every effort to come to the community of Kake and educate our Tribe and 

community citizens on the potential effects of this rulemaking process. However, we do not believe that every 

effort has been made. Not once before the other two cancelled meetings were precautions taken to arrive early 

or in a different mode of transportation (boat, ferry, floatplane) in order to ensure that the meeting would occur, 

despite the Forest Service being well aware of the dynamic weather of Southeast Alaska and the challenges it 

poses for travel, especially during the winter season. 
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Obviously, the Alaskans most directly affected by this proposal are at the height of our busy festive seasons, 
which are full of potlatches, community gatherings, cultural events, and seasonal markets. Furthermore, OVK's 
input on the rulemaking process has already been hindered due to the agency's strict, politically driven timeline 
for input. There was inadequate time for tribes to review draft documents, which consisted of hundreds of 
pages of draft language and maps. The tribal governments of Southeast Alaska are small organizations with 
minimal work staff. The Organized Village of Kake, which participated as a cooperating agency in the process, 
received only nine days to review and comment on the preliminary DEIS that was more than 500 pages in 
length. This particular comment period occurred last February, while the Tribe was feeling the effects of the 
government shutdown and heavily reduced funding for tribal government operations, in addition to multiple 
deadlines to meet during the spring and summer months. Together, these constituted a great burden for OVK 
because tribal citizens had to take time away from their subsistence activities to participate in cooperating 
agency meetings, and because we had to use our own scarce resources to support our staff in meeting the 
comment deadline. As you are aware, OVK and other tribal cooperating agencies did not receive a $2 million 
grant from the Forest Service to participate as cooperating agencies in this process, unlike the State of Alaska. 

We appreciate the efforts of the Forest Service to schedule these meetings at a time when the majority of tribal 
citizens and OVK's tribal council will be present for them. However, we do not believe that we should be put at 
a disadvantage due to previously scheduled commitments (such as the BIA conference in Anchorage during the 
first week of December) that our Tribe depends on to learn how to enhance the services that we provide for 
our citizens. The Forest Service scheduled the public meeting in Kake to occur three weeks into the start of the 
comment period. Weather in southeast Alaska during the winter months is well-known to be extremely 
unpredictable and hard to travel in, and we believe that the Forest Service should have anticipated this and 
planned for an extended comment period from the beginning, as per our other extension requests. 

Many Southeast Alaska communities have a majority minority population. Communities in this region are 
predominantly rural, and we retain subsistence lifestyles in a mixed, subsistence/cash-income economy. Our 
continued traditional and cultural uses of the lands and waters contribute to the physical and spiritual well-
being of our people and communities and help to maintain a close relationship to the land and our kinship 
ties. As Alaska Natives, we depend on the integrity of the forest and the streams now more than ever for 
cultural integrity than 

For all these reasons, we are asking you to grant an extension of the review period for the ROADLESS RULE 
DEIS for another 45 days. Your favorable response would be a practicable means for the agency to encourage 
and facilitate public involvement in agency management of the Tongass National Forest, America's biggest, 
wettest, and wildest national forest. Thank you for your expeditious response to our request. 

Gunalcheesh, 

 
Joel Jackson  
President 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Devin 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Jackson and I live in Durham, North Carolina. 
 
We need to be honoring and protecting our lands and the animals who inhabit them. If we don't do our "jobs" as 
protectors of the Earth and her inhabitants, we will end up destroying humanity, as well. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Diane Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dixie 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am against exempting Alaska from the roadless rule in the Tongass National Forest. This is an attempt to 
open up areas of the National Forest to timber harvesting. This is a costly proposal that benefits no one except 
the timber companies. This, also, disrupts natural habitat for fish, birds and other animals that live within the 
forest. Also, with the current focus on climate change, melting ice in the Arctic and permafrost thawing, this only 
exacerbates the problem. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dorene 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5710 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Doris 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Doris Jackson and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Doris Jackson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dylan 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dylan Jackson and I live in Bethel, Alaska. My name is Dylan Jackson, I've been in the southeast 
for 2 years. I spend a lot of time in the forest hunting I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, practicing my culture, hunting, fishing, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 4: open up roaded roadless, logical 
extensions, partial development LUDs. It is a workable compromise that allows for economic development and 
the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for 
practicing my culture, healthy fish habitat, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A 
full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because For people who 
need to start stepping up. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts invest in 
creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Edna 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3013 
 
December 7, 2019 
 
Dear Staff: 
 
I live in Kake, Alaska where I have lived most of my life except when going to college, and 4-5 years when my 
parents taught in Michigan. I plan to live in Kake for the rest of my lfe. This is my lifestyle, living in a small 
Tlingit village where the ecology of the forest, the ocean and the economy of Kake are interwined. 
 
I am a retired 'Elder' of 69 years. Prior to retirement, I worked at any job, beginning at age 14 when I babysat 
for women in our community who worked in the local fish cannery. I worked at the clinic, the police station and 
for the tribe, the Organized Village of Kake. I have had elected positions on the Kake City School Board, the 
Kake City Council and the Organized Village of Kake tribal council. With my husband, we raised a daughter, 
and now our grandchildren to value our special and unique lifestyle. I still do volunteer work and own a gift shop 
with my husband where we sell jewelry that we make, as well as handmade soaps and salves using traditional 
medicine plants. Tourism is important for our little business. A healthy forest is important for tourism. 
 
My family lives off the ocean: we harvest salmon to dry, freeze, smoke & jar, we pick and black seaweed to dry 
in the sun, we harvest shellfish off the beaches. The freshwater streams and the old growth forest of the 
Tongass provide spawning habitat for the salmon. Our local economy- tourism and fishing - is dependent on 
healthy salmon returns, as well as healthy forests and oceans. A sustainable economy requires leaving the 
Roadless areas roadless. Ii support the No Action Alternative. 
 
My biggest recommendation to our elected officials is to keep the 2001 Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass. 
There are already means for building needed roads. I support our OVK Tribal Council in keeping the 2001 
Roadless Rule in effect on the Tongass. My own family, as well as others in the community, use the forests to 
gather berries, plants, materials to use for artwork such as cedar bark, cedar wood, spruce roots, alder wood. 
Animals such as deer, moose and elk, as well as wolves and bears and smaller creatures use our growth as 
well as the returning forests for their habitat. We need to take care of the returning forests, in addition to not 
logging any more Old Growth. One of your staff, Karen Dillman, recently did a mushroom workshop in Kake 
and our schools. There are many species of mushrooms that depend on Old Growth forests. When we were 
young kids in the 60s, the US Forest Service told us that there would be a 60 year cycle, not true. These trees 
take hundreds of years to return and are logged at an unsustainable rate. 
 
Our area has already been heavily logged, not only by the US Forest Service, but also by our village and 
regional corporations. It was not a feasible activity! When the US Forest Service had to supplement large scale 
timber harvests 1960's -1990's at taxpayers' expense, it was not good economics! We grew up with this: seeing 
logging companies come in and log the areas around Kake with the lower paying jobs going to the locals; 
having to live with the devastation of wholesale logging while the forest recovered. Our of rests are still 
recovering! Please don't go back to that old model, it is outdated and does not fit with the current economy. The 
forests that have already been logged are recovering. This would be a great time to manage those logged 
forests for optimal berry growth, and keep the Old Growth forests as they are. Clearcut logging does not 
enhance salmon production or promote tourism. 
 
Given the hundreds of miles of existing roads on just our Kupreanof Island alone, why is there a need to 
provide more roads? Where are the roads leading? Is mining the ultimate resource extraction? We know there 
are already hundreds of mining claims on Kupreanof Island. I absolutely do not want to see any mining! There 
is no healthy way to take care of mine tailings. I do not support any sort of mining on Kupreanof Island. 
 
Please focus on activities that enhance and support our village lifestyle of living off the land. It is referred to as 
a 'subsistence lifestyle' but we prefer to call it 'Customary and Traditional'. Please have a more active presence 
in the Keex Kwaan Community forest Partnership. Please focus on activities that can enhance and support our 



economy, i.e., tourism and fishing. The 2001 Roadless Rule protects our customary and traditional uses of the 
land and it should stay in effect on the Tongass. I support the No Action Alternative. 
 
Thank you for sending staff to listen. 
 
Regard, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Edna Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5313 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Yes, please "leave well enough alone" and take "no action"! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Greg Jackson 
 
Highlands Ranch, CO 80130 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Helen 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want option 1, leave the forest alone..no roads or logging allowed. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 6:57:34 PM 
First name: Izzy 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Izzy Jackson I have lived in Sitka, Alaska my whole life and I am 15 years old. The forest is 
important to me because it's one of the few things that's left here since my people were here for the past 
thousands of years. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with 
how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging 
for wild foods, practicing my culture, the conservation of resources for future generations  the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for keeping public lands wild for future generations, practicing my culture, foraging and gathering wild 
foods, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, healthy fish habitat, economic livelihood. A full exemption does 
not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless 
area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will 
negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Prince of Wales Island, Yakutat forelands, all of 
the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because jdfdkslkd. The State 
of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should transition to second growth logging devote resources to support our fishing and 
visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These magnificent trees that are subject for falling are sentinels protecting us from the destruction we 
continually afflict upon our environment. Agencies concerned with our well being do not back this careless 
approach to what nature provides for our protection. If pursued, Agriculture Secretary, Sonny Perdue is writing 
his own nightmare. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joanne 
Last name: jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joanne jackson and I live in Crescent City, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joanne jackson 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization: Organized Village of Kake 
Title: President 
Comments: 
HC3088 
 
Organized Village of Kake 
 
OVK'S COMMENTS ON THE MEETING WITH THE FORREST SERVICE ON JOINING THE COOPERATING 
AGENCIES FOR THE ROADLESS RULE OF THE TONGASS NATIONAL FORREST. 
 
THE ORGANIZED VILLAGE OF KAKE STAND ON THE ROADLESS RULE IS NOT TO CHANGE IT AS IT 
PROTECTS OUR AREAS OF CONCERNS. 
 
* WE DO NOT WANT TO SEE COMMERCIAL LOGGING IN OUR AREAS OF CONCERN, ALL OF 
KUPPERNOF ISLAND AND ALL OF KUIU ISLANDS. 
* WE WOULD LIKE TO MAKE THE ROAD CONNECTION BETWEEN KAKE AND PORTAGE BAY. TO BE 
ABLE TO HAVE ACCESS TO OUR TRADTIONAL AREAS AGAIN. 
* THE TRIBE WOULD LIKE ACCESS TO FOREST SERVICE FACILITIES FOR ACTIVITIES PROMOTING 
WELLNESS AND DV AWARENESS. 
* WE WANT TO PROTECT OUR SACRAD SITES TO PRESERVE FOR FUTURE GENERATIONS TO COME. 
* WE ARE LOOKING EXPAND PROTECTION OF RED CEDAR AND YELLOW CEDAR AREAS FOR 
CULTURAL PURPOSES. ALSO ACCESS TO THESE AREAS. 
* WE DO NOT WANT WATERSHED AREAS TO BE REDUCED IN ANYWAY. 
* WE WOULD LIKE THE FOREST SERVICE TO CONCENTRATE ON MAINTIANING EXISTING ROADS 
RATHER THE TRYING TO BUILD MORE FOR EXPANDING LOGGING PURPOSES. 
* WE WANT TO EXPAND MICRO SALES TO LOCAL MILLS IN KAKE. 
* WE DO NOT WHAT A CAP LIMIT ON THE USE OF NATURAL RESOURCES. 
 
IN CONCLUSTION WE WANT THE ROADLESS RULE INTACTED AS IS WITH THE RECOMONDATIONS 
STATED AS ABOVE BUT NOT LIMITED TO. THANKS FOR TAKING OUR 
 
COMMENTS GUNALCHEESH ORGANNIZED VILLAGE OF KAKE. 
 
 
 
*The National Congress of American Indians Resolution #ABQ-19-029* [ Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
*TITLE: oppose Rulemaking that Weaken or Eliminates Protections of the Roadless Rule within Tribal 
Traditional Territories and Support the 'No-Action Alternative' in the Alaska-Specific Roadless Rulemaking * [ 
Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], we, the members of the National Congress of American Indians of 
the United States, invoking the divine blessing of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to 
preserve for ourselves and our descendants the inherent sovereign rights of our Indian nations, rights secured 
under Indian treaties and agreements with the United States, and all other rights and benefits to which we are 
entitled under the laws and Constitution of the United States and the United Nations Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples, to enlighten the public toward a better understanding of the Indian people, to preserve 
Indian cultural values, and otherwise promote the health, safety and welfare of the Indian people, do hereby 
establish and submit the following resolution; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], the National Congress of American Indicans (NCAI) was established 
in 1944 and is the oldest and largest national organization of American Indian and Alaska Native tribal 
governments; and 
 



*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], tribes of Alaska's southeast region are federally recognized Indian 
tribes under federal law and these tribes' traditional territory includes homelands within and around the 
Tongass National Forest; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal traditional 
and customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of tribal traditional environmental and 
natural resources; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], indigenous peoples' longstanding care of the ancestral lands now 
classified as "inventoried roadless areas" (IRA) within the Tongass National Forest has been in place for 
millennia and these lands not only provide indigenous people with food, they essentially define who we are and 
where we come from; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds that ensure a 
clean drinking water for our tribal citizens and inventoried roadless areas contain many sites sacred to tribal 
citizens who use these roadless areas for spiritual, religious, and traditional practices and other customary uses 
and activities; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help 
ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, 
nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored 
carbon in intact old-growth forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest carbon 
stores in the world; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], the conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas in, for example, 
the Tongass National Forest - the largest temperate rainforest in the United States - is essential for slowing 
down climate change throughout the world; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], according to the State of Alaska's economic experts, Tongass 
National Forest timber is uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber 
markets, high labor costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes and they also note that the 
Tongass timber industry represents less than one percent of today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; 
and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed 
roadless rule, nearly 60 percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the 
Tongass National Forest in the final roadless rule, and this support has only grown to upward of 80 percent to 
date; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], the best available science and traditional ecological knowledge 
support the conclusion that the 'no action alternative' should be the preferred alternative to the roadless rule 
changes. 
 
*NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED*[Text bolded for emphasis], that the National Congress of American 
Indians (NCAI) opposes any rulemaking that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within tribal 
traditional territories, including the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
*BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED*[Text bolded for emphasis], such change would substantially and negatively 
affect the inherent rights of tribes to use the land in traditional and customary ways; and 
 
*BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED*[Text bolded for emphasis], that NCAI opposes any action that negatively 
affects traditional lands and waters without the affected tribes' consent; and 
 
*BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED*[Text bolded for emphasis], that in light of proposed changes to the Roadless 
Rule protections as applied to the Tongass National Forest, the National Congress of American Indians 
strongly supports a 'no-action alternative' to narrowing the protections provided by the Roadless Rule to all 
National Forest lands within tribal traditional territories; and 



 
*BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED*[Text bolded for emphasis], that this resolution shall be the policy of NCAI until it 
is withdrawn or modified by subsequent resolution. 
 
*CERTIFICATION *[Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The foregoing resolution was adopted by the General Assembly at the 2019 Annual Session of the National 
Congress of American Indians, held at the Albuquerque Convention Center, October 20-25, 2019, with a 
quorum present. 
 
[Signature] 
 Fawn Sharp, President 
 
ATTEST: 
 [Signature] 
 Juana Majel Dixon, Recording Secretary 
 
2019 Annual Convention  
 Suquamish, Washington 
 
RESOLUTION #19 - 58 
 
"SUPPORT OF THE 'NO-ACTION ALTERNATIVE' As THE PREFERRED  
ALTERNATIVE IN THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST, ALASKA ROADLESS  
 RULEMAKING PROCESS" 
 
PREAMBLE 
 
We, the members of the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians of the United States, invoking the divine blessing 
of the Creator upon our efforts and purposes, in order to preserve for ourselves and our descendants rights 
secured under Indian Treaties, Executive Orders, and benefits to which we are entitled under the laws and 
constitution of the United States and several states, to enlighten the public toward a better understanding of the 
Indian people, to preserve Indian cultural values, and otherwise to promote the welfare of the Indian people, do 
hereby establish and submit the following resolution: 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians (ATNI) are representatives 
of and advocates for national, regional, and specific tribal concerns; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], ATNI is a regional organization comprised of American 
Indians/Alaska Natives and tribes in the states of Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Montana, Nevada, Northern 
California, and Alaska; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], the health, safety, welfare, education, economic and employment 
opportunity, and preservation of cultural and natural resources are primary goals and objectives of the ATNI; 
and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], tribes of Alaska's southeast region are federally recognized Indian 
Tribes under federal law and these Tribes' traditional territory includes lands within and around the Tongass 
National Forest; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], protection of the inherent right to harvest and use tribal traditional 
and customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of tribal traditional environmental and 
natural resources; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], indigenous peoples' longstanding care of the ancestral lands, now 
classified as "inventoried roadless areas" (IRA) and, within the Tongass National Forest, has been in place for 
millennia and these lands not only provide indigenous people with food, they essentially define who we are and 
where we come from; and 
 



*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds which provide 
cold, clean water that has sustained Tribal ways of life since time immemorial and, inventoried roadless areas 
contain many sacred sites integral to Tribal spiritual, religious, and traditional practices; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity and help 
ensure the continued protection of indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, 
nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored 
carbon in our intact old-growth forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest 
carbon stores in the world and the conservation of intact inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass is essential 
for slowing down climate change throughout the world; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass 
timber is uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high labor 
costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes and the Tongass timber industry represents less 
than one percent of today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed 
roadless rule, nearly 60 percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the 
Tongass National Forest in the final roadless rule, and has grown to upward of 80 percent to date; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [ Text bolded for emphasis], any rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within 
Tribal traditional territory of the Tongass National Forest will substantially affect Southeast Tribes' inherent 
Tribal rights to traditional and customary uses of the land; now 
 
*THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Tribes enjoying customary and traditional 
uses of the Tongass National Forest strongly support lasting protection for inventoried roadless areas within the 
Tongass National Forest as provided in the 2001 Roadless Rule; and 
 
*BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED* [Text bolded for emphasis] that ATNI requests the Secretary of Agriculture to 
select the 'no-action alternative' as the preferred alternative in the Tongass National Forest, Alaska - Roadless 
Rulemaking process. 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
The foregoing resolution was adopted at the 2019 Annual Convention of the Affiliated Tribes of Northwest 
Indians, held at Suquamish Clearwater Casino Resort, Suquamish, Washington, on October 7-10, 2019, with a 
quorum present. 
 
[Signature] 
 Leonard Forsman, President 
 
[Signature] 
 Norma Jean Louie, Secretary 
 
 
 
 
 
February 28, 2019 
 
Dear Honorable Secretary Perdue: 
 
On behalf of the Organized Village of Kake (OVK), a Tribal Cooperating Agency, please accept this cover 
letter, track-changes and comments in the preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Word 
document, and associated attachments referenced in the DEIS as OVK's official comments. The hurried and 
poorly written DEIS indicates how rushed this rulemaking is and needs to take more time to reflect all the 
concerns of the indigenous people who actually live in the Tongass National Forest and face the most adverse 



impacts from the proposed action. (the summary of 144,000 comments was ?nly shared 3 weeks ago). As 
track-changed on page D-5, timber does not employ Kake and it hasn't in over 20 years. Government, 
education, and tourism are the main sustainable employment opportunities in Kake. 
 
Our future generations are the basis of the Kake Lingit stewardship of our lands since time immemorial. With 
increased threats to and from their environment, our children will bear the impacts of this rule-making process. 
The protection of the ecological integrity of these lands for future generations should be the most important 
aspect of the Alaska Roadless Rule process; these lands are worth more intact and standing than fragmented 
and cut down. As explained at the Cooperating Tribal Agency meeting on 2/14/2019 in Juneau, an 
overwhelming majority (approx. 95%) of the comments received by the USFS from Southeast Alaskans 
supported application of the roadless rule on the Tongass 
 
Alternatives 
 
OVK from the beginning supported Alternative 1 and still supports the no-action alternative. 
 
* Alternative 1 (no action) or Alternative 2 should be the only alternatives considered for the preferred 
alternative since they are the only alternatives consistent with public input as documented by the Forest 
Service. 
 
* Official written scoping comment summary, public scoping comment summary (attached) 
 
* Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 should be changed so they do NOT exempt any roaded roadless lands extensions 
near communities where a majority of the public comments express support for the roadless rule; i.e., no lands 
should be exempted within 50 miles of a community that commented in support of the roadless rule. 
 
* OVK requests co-management authority over all management activities allowed within Kake territory under all 
Alternatives (see attached OVK Community Use Area map). 
* The traditional use areas of communities such as Kake, that commented heavily in support of the no action 
alternative, should receive complete roadless protections under all alternatives. 
* For Kake, this encompasses all the lands from Seymour Canal to Cape Decision, with documented traditional 
use areas including lands on: Admiralty Island, the mainland around Hobart Bay, Port Houghton, Farragut Bay, 
and Windham Bay, Kupreanof Island, Keku Islands, and all roadless portions of Kuiu Island, including Port 
Camden, Saginaw, Kadake Bay and Creek, Three-mile Arm, Rocky Pass, and East Kuiu (see attached map). 
 
* Alternative 3, 4, and 5 should be modified to include all roadless rule protections for T77/TNC ecological 
priority areas. The ecological value of Kake's traditional use areas is documented through traditional ecological 
knowledge, as well as the conservation assessment conducted by the Nature Conservancy, and the Tongass 
77 (T77) proposal to protect the most productive salmon producing watersheds still at risk from logging on the 
Tongass National forest. The following watersheds in Kake's traditional use areas are also T77/TNC 'ecological 
priority areas'; many of them were allocated by the Forest Service to 'Development LUDs' and at risk of being 
opened to industrial timber harvest and roadbuilding under Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6. 
 
1. between Port Houghton and Farragut Bay, the center and south of Kupreanof Island, Port Camden and east 
Kuiu, Security Bay, Washington Bay, and Bay of Pillars. 
 
 
These areas must absolutely receive roadless protections. 
 
* *Alternative 6 should be eliminated* [Text bolded for emphasis] because it does not meet the stated purpose 
and need and is unnecessary since the applicable mining laws and regulations (and not the roadless rule) 
govern access to mining claims on the Tongass. 
* The DEIS should be consistent about how it treats LUD II lands across each alternative. Right now, some 
alternatives appear to include LUD II lands as having `roadless' protections, while other alternatives do not. 
What is the purpose of these different management designations? This is misleading and makes it difficult to 
compare the effects between alternatives. 
 
DEIS (2-4): Alternatives 2 and 4 designate LUD II acreage as Alaska Roadless Areas; Alternative 3 removes 
LUD II areas from roadless designation as a means of "eliminating confusion and ensuring congressional 



intent". The Forest Service lacks authority to change permanent Congressional designations for lands "chosen 
for special management because of their critical importance for fish and wildlife habitat and their high value to 
tourism and recreation." These lands must be managed in a roadless state to retain wildland character." *Why 
is the FS removing Roadless protections from lands for which the congressional intent is for the lands to be 
"maintained in a roadless state * [Text bolded for emphasis] to preserve their wilderness character"? 
 
*Cultural heritage * [Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
* The FS should undertake a study of the written and oral history of the Alaska Native communities directly 
affected by this proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to ensure it is consistent with the traditional uses of the land as 
desired by the adjacent communities to these areas. 
 
a The community of Kake and OVK, since time of contact, have advocated for the conservation  
 and use of all resources on our traditional lands. Our uses are well documented throughout the 1800's and in 
government documents starting in 1912, historical Tongass proceedings such as the Hanna hearings of 1944, 
through today as we try and protect what we have left in and around Kake. 
 
* The Idaho Roadless Rule identifies certain areas as *"Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance." * [Text 
underlined for emphasis] The AKRR should do the same for areas around Alaska Native communities, places 
of importance for our cultural or subsistence uses and resources. These areas should include restrictions for 
commercial timber harvest (with allowances for roads and harvest for cultural purposes). 
 
In Kake, we depend on Red and Yellow cedar stands that surround the remaining road system around the 
village. Red and Yellow cedar trees are an important cultural resource and are experiencing mass die-off due 
to climate change and environmental stressors. It is crucial to protect this habitat from more intensive stressors, 
such as increased roadbuilding or industrial logging. 
 
ALASKA FEDERATION OF NATIVES  
 2019 ANNUAL CONVENTION  
 RESOLUTION 19-57 
 
 
 
TITLE: PROTECT CLEAN WATER AND WATER DEPENDENT SPECIES 
 
WHEREAS: The Alaska Federation of Natives (AFN) is the largest statewide Native organization in Alaska and 
its membership includes 191 federally recognized tribes, 171 village corporations, 12 regional corporations and 
12 regional nonprofit and tribal consortiums that contract and compact to run federal and state programs; and 
 
WHEREAS: the mission of AFN is to enhance and promote the cultural, economic, and political voice of the 
entire Alaska Native community; and 
 
WHEREAS: the First Alaskans Institute Elders and Youth Conference is the largest statewide convening of 
Alaska Native Elders and youth representing our diverse Alaska Native cultures and language groups in order 
to enhance and perpetuate the unique spirits and identities of our peoples; and 
 
WHEREAS: the purpose of the Elders and Youth Conference is to connect Elders and youth for cultural 
knowledge transmission, strengthen statewide relationships, amplify the power of participants as leaders today, 
and advance solutions such as these resolutions to challenges faced by our Native peoples and our 
communities; and 
 
WHEREAS: Water was always treated with the utmost respect, and traditional and customary foods requires 
careful cultural stewardship and protection of indigenous environmental and natural resources; and 
 
WHEREAS: Alaska's indigenous peoples have relied on clean water; the health of our water is the most 
important issue in protecting our wild salmon, the entire ecosystem, and all species that rely on water; and 
 
WHEREAS: Our spiritual connection to the land, air, sea and resources which are abound; gives our people 
purpose and identity which is more than just water and food, it provides the ability to harvest resources from 



nature which gives each person, family, and community a reason to live in the areas we have inhabited for 
millennia. 
 
 
 
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the delegates of the 2019 Annual Convention of the Alaska 
Federation of Natives agree that the future of the generations yet to come hinge upon actions taken today by 
tribal, regional non-profits, ANCSA Corporations, state and federal leaders to protect the health of our waters 
and wild salmon therefore any current or future regulation, statute change, or new statute must meet this 
standard of protecting our traditional Native ways of living and will use the tribal consultation to do so. 
 
[Signature] 
 
Julie Kitka 
 
President 
 
January 31, 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
RE: Timeline for Alaska Roadless Rule Process  
 Dear Mr. Schmid, 
 
The Organized Village of Kake (OVK), a cooperating agency in the Alaska Roadless Rule process, would like 
to formally object to the pace at which Alaska Roadless Rule Process is being pursued and advocate for a 
delay in the proposed timeline to allow for a more thorough analysis of the concerns identified in the scoping 
process. OVK does not believe that it is possible to sufficiently analyze the issues inherent in the creation of an 
Alaska-specific Roadless Rule in a four-month period which includes a 35-day government shutdown that 
affected not only agency staff, but tribal entities in Alaska which had their operations severely impacted by the 
shutdown. We request that the U.S. Forest Service delay the extremely expedited timeline with which they 
have been pursuing the creation of the Alaska Roadless Rule, and create a timeline that is more appropriate to 
analyze the complex issues and concerns brought forth by the federally-recognized sovereign nations and 
communities in Southeast Alaska. 
 
The Tongass is the largest National Forest and contains the most Inventoried Roadless Area acreage in the 
nation. It has historically been subject to extreme controversy as the U.S. Forest Service was overwhelming 
focused on supplying pulp and timber mills with Tongass timber, while trampling and ignoring the rights and 
concerns of the Native Alaskans who have lived in this place since time immemorial. In Kake, we have endured 
the pillaging of our land for the profits of overseas corporations at the economic, environmental, cultural, and 
social expense of our people for over 50 years. Now, the U.S. Forest Service is rushing through a process that 
could significantly alter the ecological integrity of the land and watersheds that we depend on for our cultural 
traditions, our food security, and our economic livelihoods. 
 
Idaho filed a petition for a state-specific rule on October 5th, 2006; the DEIS for the Idaho rule was released on 
December 2Ith, 2007 [mdash] over a year after the original petition had been filed. The final rule was not 
codified into law until October 16th, 2008 - over two years after the process began. Colorado filed a petition for 
a state-specific rule on November 13th, 2006; their DEIS was a year and a half later, on July 25th, 2008. Their 
final rule took effect four years later, in 2012. Both states contain less Inventoried Roadless acreage than the 
Tongass, and their national forests are substantially less controversial, at least on a national level. It is 
ludicrous to assume that the complex issues that characterize the Tongass, which contains the most 
Inventoried Roadless Acreage and the health and future of which is critical to the thirty-two communities that 
live within it, can be sufficiently analyzed and satisfactorily addressed in a DEIS conducted in just three and a 
half months. 
 
 
 



This time period is especially insufficient since the government has been shut down for 35 days during this 
aforementioned period, during which the Alaska Roadless Rule team was not operating at full capacity. 
Furthermore, OVK was also affected by this shutdown, as 98% of our funding comes from the federal 
government. The result of this funding lapse has made it extremely difficult to provide services to our tribal 
citizens, as well as do the necessary preparation for us to be able to assess the impact of the draft 
environmental impact statement on our island and locations of community use. 
 
For OVK, cooperating agency status is meant to build relationships of trust and cooperation between the Forest 
Service and us, as well as facilitating the use of our local knowledge of economic, environmental, and social 
conditions. Thus, we request that the Forest Service do their due diligence in making wide-ranging decisions 
for this Forest by taking the time to consider the concerns of OVK with the pace of this process and reducing 
the pace accordingly. We would like to see an extended deadline of at least two months for reviewing and 
commenting on the draft environmental impact statement that we are expecting to see on February 14th, 2019. 
We are overwhelmed by the two-week deadline for us to analyze this complex document and its undoubtedly 
wide-ranging effects. We request a justification for the Forest Service's imposition of a seemingly arbitrary and 
unsensitive deadline on a project with such controversial and far-reaching implications. We also request a full 
report on the scoping comments received by the agency with an attached analysis of the number of comments 
made in support of/in opposition against changes to the Roadless Rule. Furthermore, so that we may 
appropriately plan for the year ahead, we request a detailed timeline of future actions that are in planning, 
especially those done in conjunction with and necessitating the support of the cooperating agencies. We 
require a timeline to plan for these expedited requests of analysis and feedback on critical project documents, 
so that we may solicit insights from our Tribal Council regarding this extensive rulemaking process and its 
effects. 
 
We appreciate our involvement in this process and look forward to your timely response. 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Joel Jackson 
 
President 
 
 
 
October 10, 2018 
 
 
 
RE: Organized Village of Kake Comments for Roadless Rule in Alaska  
 To Whom it may concern, 
 
The Organized Village of Kake (OVK) is the federally recognized Indian Tribe organized under the authority of 
the Indian Reorganization Acts of 1934 and 1936. OVK is empowered under its Constitution and By-Laws "to 
aid needy citizens and protect the general welfare and security of the village." One of OVK's highest priorities is 
to protect the Village's customary and traditional hunting, fishing mid gathering areas and uses within the Keex' 
Kwaan's traditional territory. [1: Goldschmidt & Haas (1946). A map of the traditional territory of the Kake Tlingit 
prepared by Goldschmidt and Haas is attached, for your information] These lands include national forest lands 
on Kuiu, Kupreanof, and portions of Baranof & Admiralty Islands, as well as portions of the mainland. OVK 
would like to engage with the USFS and State of Alaska as a co-manager/co-operater of resources in the 
traditional Kake, AK area. Many of OVK's citizens are on the ground utlizing all of the areas around Kake and 
are the first impacted by decision makers 100 miles away in Juneau and 3,000+ miles away in Washington 
D.C. 
 
On August 2, 2018, in response to the State of Alaska's petition for a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule), the Forest Service signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the 
State of Alaska to develop an Alaska state-specific roadless rule to address the management of inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska. The U.S. Department of Agriculture 



announced on August 30, 2018 its intent to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) and public 
rulemaking process to According to the Notice of Intent, the State of Alaska will participate as a cooperating 
agency in the preparation of the EIS and "Federally recognized Tribes within the Tongass National Forest have 
been invited to participate as a cooperating agency." The notice further gave notice of eleven public meetings 
planned in Southeast Alaska, including Kake on September 26, 2018 (Postponed to. Oct. 10, 2018). 
 
Pursuant to Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 1350-002, and Forest Service Manual 
(FSM), the United States Forest Service has adopted official policy regarding American Indian and Alaska 
Native relations. Pursuant to FSM 1563.02, paragraph 4, agency 
 
American Indian and Alaska Native relations. Pursuant to FSM 1563.02, paragraph 4, agency officials are to 
'support the aspirations of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. "Specifically, this means' 
that agency officials should consult with indigenous people [mdash]the duly elected officials of federally 
recognized tribes and the traditional holders of Indian religions, knowledge, and practices [mdash]early in their 
decision-making processes. "To further this objective, it is the policy of the Forest Service that 'Indian tribes will 
be provided the opportunity for timely and meaningful government-to-government consultation regarding 
actions which may have tribal implications. "See FSM 1563.03. Such consultation requires the agency to 
'collaboratively involve Indian tribes, as early as possible, in the development of regulatory and management 
policies, resource and land management plans, study plans and actions, and Federal undertakings that may 
have tribal implications.' Id. at lb. 
 
The U.S.D.A. and Forest Service entered into the MOU with the State of Alaska and issued the NOI for 
preparation of an EIS for an Alaska-specific roadless rule without any consulting or collaboration with OVK, in 
violation of policies under Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 1350-002, and the Forest 
Service Manual. OVK strongly objects to the agency A utter failure to consult with OVK prior to responding to 
the State of Alaska A petition and initiating preparation of an EIS to support the rulemaking process. The 
belated invitation to the Tribe to participate as a cooperating agency, and holding a scoping hearing in Kake, 
cannot compensate for the agency 4 abject failure to consult and collaborate with the Tribe before proceeding 
with this Alaska-specific rulemaking [mdash]particularly when the proposed rulemaking has such grave and 
drastic tribal implications for the many tribal citizens who rely on these lands. Likewise, the State of Alaska s 
establishment the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, which will include at least one member 
representing a federally recognized Tribe, will not address our concerns; every tribe should be represented on 
the committee. First, it appears that this committee by design will not assure fair and balanced representation 
of both development and non-development interests. Secondly, the proposed schedule for the committee 
providing recommendations to the Governor and State Forester elevates satisfying the State g hurried and 
arbitrary timeline above the interests of any other stakeholders in this process. 
 
OVK is concerned that the Forest Service will delay revising the Tongass Land Management Plan, (TLMP) and 
amend it to authorize logging in roadless areas on a project-by-project basis. In such circumstances, it is likely 
the agency will tier to the analysis contained in any EIS prepared for this rulemaking. Given the agency must 
consult and coordinate forest planning on the Tongass with Alaska Native Tribes (36 C.F.R. 291.4), we are 
gravely concerned that the agency A failure to consult and collaborate adequately with the Tribe on this Alaska-
specific rule will impair the agency s performance of its responsibility to consult and coordinate with the Tribe 
regarding forest planning. Both outcomes impair the Tribe A responsibility to 'Protect the general welfare and 
security of the village." As OVK listens to the Public comment 'at other community meetings a large majority of 
the Alaska citizens are wanting the roadless rule intact and not changed; in fact, more protections are being 
asked for. In this world of changing climate, the State of Alaska should preserve what is left rather than 
loosening the regulations to have more development on pristine Tongass roadless areas. 
 
In conclusion, OVK would like to be at the table while decisions are being made on an Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule. OVK would like to engage with the USFS and State of Alaska to guide the projects and activity 
in the traditional Kake area, from increasing some protections in important cultural areas, to lessening 
regulations in other areas to promote a sustainable economy. All of the aforementioned decisions should be 
driven by the communities that utilize that area. 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
[Signature] 
 Joel Jackson 



 President 
 
 
 
Figure 15. Traditional Territory of the Kake Tlingit, circa 1943 [Map] 
 
 
 
 
 
Resolution No. 2018-24: Continued Tribal Support for Application of National Roadless Rule on the Tongass 
National Forest 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Organized Village of Kake (hereinafter OVK) is a federally 
recognized Indian Tribe under federal law and is empowered under its Constitution & By-Laws to execute 
agreements and contracts with the United States to benefit its members; 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], OVK is further defined as an Indian Tribe in the Indian Self-
determination and Education Assistance Act, PL 93-638 and as such is entitled to contract with the Federal 
Government for the operation of any federal programs, services, activities or functions serving its member; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], our traditional territory includes lands on Kupreanof, Kuiu, Eastern 
Baranof, and southern Admiralty Islands, and along the mainland, including Port Houghton and as far as Taku 
River south to Port Houghton; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], protection of our inherent right to harvest and use our traditional and 
customary foods requires careful cultural stewardship and protection of our environmental and natural 
resources; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], our care of the lands now classified as "inventoried roadless areas" 
(IRA) and within the Tongass National Forest stretches for millennia; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], these lands not only provide our people with food, they essentially 
define who we are and where we come from; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas protect healthy watersheds that ensure a 
clean drinking water supply for our Tribal citizens 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas contain many sites sacred to Tribal 
citizens and other Alaska Natives who use these roadless areas for spiritual and religious practices and other 
customary uses and activities; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas conserve natural diversity, serve as a 
bulwark against the spread of invasive species; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], inventoried roadless areas help ensure the continued protection of 
indigenous fish and wildlife habitat as it relates to our spiritual, social, nutritional, and ecological values; and 
 *WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], given Southeast Alaska's cool wet weather, the amount of stored 
carbon in our intact old-growth forest and soils, the Tongass National Forest represents one of the highest on 
the Tongass is essential for maintain America's resilience and slowing down climate change throughout the 
world; and 
 
 
 
 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Roadless Rule prevents the disturbance of soils and wasteful 
construction of damaging roads in inventoried roadless areas; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis],according to the State of Alaska's own economic experts, Tongass 
timber is uncompetitive because of permanent and fundamental changes in global timber markets, high labor 
costs, distance from markets, and less expensive substitutes; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Tongass timber industry represents less than one percent of 
today's jobs and earnings in Southeast Alaska; and 
 



*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], there are over 5,000 miles of roads already crisscrossing the 
Tongass National Forest, fragmenting valuable wildlife habitat, threatening salmon by blocking fish passage, 
and serving as the primary source of sediment into fish streams; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], spending millions of taxpayer dollars to build roads in inventoried 
Tongass roadless areas makes no economic sense, particularly given the agency's enormous road 
maintenance backlog; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], at hearings held across Southeast Alaska in 2000 on the proposed 
roadless rule, nearly 60 percent of the Southeast Alaskans who spoke at the hearings supported including the 
Tongass National Forest in the final roadless rule, and has only grown to upward of 80 percent to date; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], after the hearing held in Ketchikan during the summer of 2002 on the 
draft supplemental environmental impact prepared to evaluate recommendations for designating additional 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass as Wilderness, the Ketchikan Daily News reported that roughly 85 
percent of the public who testified supported more Wilderness; 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the State of Alaska petitioned the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) to exempt Tongass inventoried roadless areas from the Roadless Rule on January 19, 
2018; 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], for all the above reasons, the State's petition severely 
mischaracterizes the actual extent and impacts of the Roadless Rule on Southeast Alaska; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the State's petition ignores the fact that the USDA narrowly tailored 
the Roadless Rule to limit only two activities in roadless areas, road construction and commercial logging; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis],the State of Alaska's petition ignores the Rule's established 
exceptions, including Federal Aid Highway projects connecting communities, access to mining claims, and 
logging incidental to otherwise permitted activities, including utility corridors and hydropower projects; and 
 
 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], on August 2, 2018, the Forest Service signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the State of Alaska to develop an Alaska-specific roadless rule that addresses 
management of inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis] three days before the MOU was signed and six months after the State 
filed its petition, the Forest Service informed OVK by a letter dated 30 July 2018 that the U.S. Secretary of 
Agriculture Perdue and State of Alaska Governor Walker had reached an agreement to prepare an Alaska-
specific rule that would replace the Roadless Rule and "provide for activities needed to further the State of 
Alaska's economic development while conserving roadless areas for future generations;" and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the July 30th letter served as an invitation from Acting Regional 
Forester David E. Schmid to a "Tribal Leader" inviting "government-to-government consultation in advance of a 
formal public comment period and an opportunity for your Tribe to participate as a cooperating agency" 
because of our "expertise on subsistence and potential impacts to specific communities within Alaska" during 
preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) to evaluate the proposed Alaska-specific roadless rule 
for the Tongass National Forest, and other alternative; and. 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the U.S. Department of Agriculture, which includes the Forest 
Service, published a Notice of Intent (N01) published on August 30, 2018 announcing its intent to prepare an 
environmental impact statement (EIS) and initiate a public rulemaking process; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the joint announcement issued by the Forest Service when the MOU 
was signed promises to leave unaffected Tongass lands designated Wilderness by Congress, no mention is 
made of the fate of nearly 900,000 acres of Legislated LUD II lands designated for perpetual protection from 
logging and roadbuilding by Congress in the 1990 Tongass Timber Reform Act and the 2014 Sealaska Lands 
Bill; and 



 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis, Kuiu Island and the surrounding smaller islands are important to the 
residents of Kake, especially the coastal areas near Kake. Areas most often associated with higher values 
include the Keku Islands, Kadake Bay and Creek, Port Camden, Rocky Pass, and the East Kuiu Roadless Area 
on the south and east side of Kuiu Island in addition to all of Kupreanof; 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], any rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless Rule protections within 
our traditional territory in what became Inventoried Roadless Areas of the Tongass National Forest will 
substantially affect the existing 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan Amendment; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis] the 2016 Plan Amendment excluded all roadless areas from the 
available timber base, the agency's failure to consult and coordinate forest planning with OVK will impair the 
Tribe's ability to fulfill its responsibility to "protect the general welfare and security" of Tribal citizens; and 
 
 
 
 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], pursuant to Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 
1350-002, and Forest Service Manual (FSM), the United States Forest Service adopted an official policy (FSM 
1563.02, paragraph 4) to "support the aspirations of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples." 
Specifically, this means "that agency officials should consult with indigenous people [mdash] the duly elected 
officials of federally recognized tribes and the traditional holders of Indian religions, knowledge, and practices 
[mdash] early in their decision-making processes;" and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], as provided in FSM 1563.03, it is the policy of the Forest Service that 
"Indian tribes will be provided the opportunity for timely and meaningful government-to-government 
consultation regarding actions which may have tribal implications" and such consultation requires the agency to 
"collaboratively involve Indian tribes, as early as possible, in the development of regulatory and management 
policies, resource and land management plans, study plans and actions, and Federal undertakings that may 
have tribal implications;" and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the USDA and Forest Service entered into an MOU with the State of 
Alaska and issued the NOI for preparation of an EIS for an Alaska-specific roadless rule without prior 
consultation or collaboration with OVK; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Forest Service has not explained adequately why it failed to fulfill 
its responsibilities to consult with the Tribe; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the State of Alaska continues to resist all efforts to develop and work 
in a government to government relationship with the Tribes and never consulted with the OVS before filing its 
petition with the USDA; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], Governor Walker issued Administrative Order 299, establishing the 
Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) on September 5, 2018; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], Alaska Governor Walker appointed 13 Alaskans to the CAC, 
including the Alaska State Forester, to advise the State of Alaska on the future management of inventoried 
roadless area in the Tongass National Forest; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the Governor appointed a single Alaska Native to represent all Tribal 
perspectives for the seventeen federally-recognized Tribes of Alaska Natives in Southeast Alaska on the CAC, 
a gigantic and unrealistic burden for one person; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], the only other Alaska Native on the CAC represents Sealaska 
Corporation; and 
 
*WHEREAS* [Text bolded for emphasis], Sealaska is an Alaska Native for-profit Corporation established under 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act [mdash] not a Tribe; and 



 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, OVK strongly supports lasting protection for all inventoried roadless areas 
within OVK's traditional territory now within the Tongass National Forest as provided for in the Roadless Rule; 
and 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, given the serious and long lasting Tribal implications from any 
reduction in current Roadless Rule protections, we strongly object to the Forest Service's failure to consult with 
OVK before deciding to grant the State of Alaska's petition and begin a review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act and public rulemaking process; 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the only changes to the Roadless Rule that OVK can support is 
an update to the inventory used to define inventoried roadless areas subject to the Rule on the Tongass to 
include approximately 350,000 acres excluded from the 1995 inventory used for developing the 2001 Roadless 
Rule because the agency assumed approved logging development would occur [mdash] when it did not; 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, the Forest Service must also initiate consultation, coordination, and 
accommodation of Tribal interests in any changes to TLMP connected with this rulemaking process. 
 
 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
This resolution was duly adopted at an IRA Council meeting held this _______________ day of 
 
________________ , 2018 by a quorum of______ (includes president as non-voting chairperson 
 
except in case of tie vote) with_______ yes votes, ______ no votes, and_______ abstaining. 
 
 
 
[Signature] 
 Joel Jackson, President 
 
 
 
[Signature] 
 Attested by 
 
 
 
 
 
Dear Honorable Secretary Perdue: 
 
On behalf of the Organized Village of Kake and the Organized Village of Saxman, we request an official 
government to government consultation with you regarding the proposed Alaska-specific roadless rule. As 
federally recognized Indian Tribes organized under the Indian Reorganization Acts of 1934 and 1936, our 
citizens share a deep connection with the incredible waters, lands, and resources of Southeast Alaska; a 
connection forged by our ancestors over the past 10,000 years [mdash] since time immemorial. 
 
On August 30, 2018, you announced the U.S. Department of Agriculture's intent to initiate an environmental 
impact statement (EIS) and public rulemaking process to address an Alaska-specific roadless rule for 
management of inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska. Before that 
announcement, neither your office, the Forest Service, nor State of Alaska attempted to consult or collaborate 
with our Tribes. 
 
Alaska Governor Walker convened a Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) last fall to advise the State of Alaska 
on this important topic; however, only one Alaska Native was appointed to represent the interests of all 
seventeen federally recognized Indian Tribes from Southeast Alaska. This was a gigantic and unrealistic 



burden for one individual. The other Alaska Native appointed to the CAC represented Sealaska Corporation, 
the for-profit Alaska Native Regional Corporation established under the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and state law for Southeast Alaska [mdash]is not an Indian Tribe. 
 
While the Forest Service has included some Southeast Alaska Indian Tribes as "cooperating agencies" during 
preparation of this EIS, the frantic pace necessary to satisfy some preordained timeline imposes substantial 
burdens on those Tribes hoping to be at the table when decisions are made on an Alaska-specific roadless 
rule. Given the harms and delays caused by President Trump's shutdown, we are further concerned that 
careful and informed consultation between our Tribes, your office, and the Forest Service may become little 
more than an afterthought. 
 
Consequently, as elected leaders of our Tribes, we respectfully request to consult with you directly about the 
Alaska-specific roadless rule this spring. Since the decision to proceed with this rulemaking, and the ultimate 
decision, is yours, we believe speaking directly with you is the most effective way of assuring you hear what we 
need to say. It takes effort, resources, and coordination to travel all the way to Washington D.C., but we hope 
our willingness indicates how important this issue is to our Tribe's citizens. Please let us know, as soon as 
possible, when we could meet directly with you. Thank you. 
 
 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
[Signature] 
 
Joel Jackson, President 
 
 
 
[Signature] 
 
Lee Wallace, President 
 
 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, given the serious and long lasting Tribal implications from any 
reduction in current Roadless Rule protections, we strongly object to the Forest Service's failure to consult with 
OVK before deciding to grant the State of Alaska's petition and begin a review under the National 
Environmental Policy Act and public rulemaking process; 
 
THEREFORE BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the only changes to the Roadless Rule that OVK can support is 
an update to the inventory used to define inventoried roadless areas subject to the Rule on the Tongass to 
include approximately 350,000 acres excluded from the 1995 inventory used for developing the 2001 Roadless 
Rule because the agency assumed approved logging development would occur [mdash] when it did not; 
 
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED, the Forest Service must also initiate consultation, coordination, and 
accommodation of Tribal interests in any changes to TLMP connected with this rulemaking process. 
 
 
 
CERTIFICATION 
 
This resolution was duly adopted at an IRA Council meeting held this ___________ day of 
 
_______________ , 2018 by a quorum of___ (includes president as non-voting chairperson 
 
except in case of tie vote) with______ yes votes, _____ no votes, and_____ abstaining. 
 



 
 
[Signature] 
 
Joel Jackson, President 
 
 
 
[Signature] 
 
Attested by 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
September 7, 2018 
 
 
 
RE: Scoping Period for the Roadless Rule  
 Dear Mr. Stewart, 
 
The Organized Village of Kake (OVK) is the federally recognized Indian Tribe organized under the authority of 
the Indian Reorganization Acts of 1934 and 1936. OVK is empowered under its Constitution and By-Laws "to 
aid needy citizens and protect the general welfare and security of the village." One of OVK's highest priorities is 
to protect the Village's customary and traditional hunting, fishing and gathering areas and uses within the Keex' 
Kwaan's (Children of Kake) traditional territory.' These lands include national forest lands on Kuiu and 
Kupreanof Islands, as well as portions of the mainland. 
 
On August 2, 2018, in response to the State of Alaska's petition for a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless 
Area Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule), the Forest Service signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the 
State of Alaska to develop an Alaska state-specific roadless rule to address the management of inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest in Southeast Alaska. The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
announced on August 30, 2018 its intent to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS) and public 
rulemaking process to According to the Notice of Intent, the State of Alaska will participate as a cooperating 
agency in the preparation of the EIS and "Federally recognized Tribes within the Tongass National Forest have 
been invited to participate as a cooperating agency." The notice further gave notice of eleven public meetings 
planned in Southeast Alaska, including Kake on September 26, 2018. 
 
Pursuant to Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 1350-002, and Forest Service Manual 
(FSM), the United States Forest Service has adopted official policy regarding American Indian and Alaska 
Native relations. Pursuant to FSM 1563.02, paragraph 4, agency 
 
officials are to "support the aspirations of the UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples." 
Specifically, this means "that agency officials should consult with indigenous people -[shy]the duly elected 
officials of federally recognized tribes and the traditional holders of Indian religions, knowledge, and practices 
[mdash] early in their decision-making processes." To further this 
 
objective, it is the policy of the Forest Service that "Indian tribes will be provided the opportunity for timely and 
meaningful government-to-government consultation regarding actions which may have tribal implications." See 
FSM 1563.03. Such consultation requires the agency to "collaboratively involve Indian tribes, as early as 
possible, in the development of regulatory and management policies, resource and land management plans, 
study plans and actions, and Federal undertakings that may have tribal implications." Id. at 3.b. 
 



The U.S.D.A. and Forest Service entered into the MOU with the State of Alaska and issued the NOI for 
preparation of an EIS for an Alaska-specific roadless rule without any consulting or collaboration with OVK, in 
violation of policies under Executive Order 13175, Departmental Regulation No. 1350-002, and the Forest 
Service Manual. OVK strongly object to the agency's utter failure to consult with OVK prior to responding to the 
State of Alaska's petition and initiating preparation of an EIS to support the rulemaking process. The belated 
invitation to the Tribe to participate as a cooperating agency, and holding a scoping hearing in Kake, cannot 
compensate for the agency's abject failure to consult and collaborate with the Tribe before proceeding with this 
Alaska-specific rulemaking - particularly when the proposed rulemaking has such grave and drastic tribal 
implications for the many tribal citizens who rely on these lands. Likewise, the State of Alaska's establishment 
the Alaska Roadless Rule Citizen Advisory Committee, which will include at least one member representing a 
federally recognized Tribe, will not address our concerns. First, it appears that this committee by design will not 
assure fair and balanced representation of both development and non-development interests. Secondly, the 
proposed schedule for the committee providing recommendations to the Governor and State Forester elevates 
satisfying the State's hurried and arbitrary timeline above the interests of any other stakeholders in this 
process. 
 
In a recent fact sheet put on *the agency's Alaska Roadless Rule web site* [Text underlined for emphasis], the 
agency clarifies what this rulemaking process will affect the 2016 Tongass Plan Amendment by stating: 
 
The Alaska Roadless Rule will not make any changes to the 2016 Tongass Land Management Plan or projects 
currently being implemented or proposed to implement the transition to a primarily young-growth timber 
program. Following a final decision on a state-specific roadless rule, the Tongass National Forest Land 
Management Plan could be amended or revised to reflect any management designations established by the 
state-specific rule. 
 
We disagree. Since the Plan incorporated the recommendation from the Tongass Advisory Committee to 
exclude roadless areas from the timber base, clearly adoption of a rule that weakens or eliminates Roadless 
Area protections on the Tongass will have a substantial effect on the existing plan. We are particularly 
concerned that the Forest Service will delay revising the Plan and amend it to authorize logging in roadless 
areas on a project-by-project basis. In such circumstances, it is likely the agency will tier to the analysis 
contained in any EIS prepared for this rulemaking. Given the agency must consult and coordinate forest 
planning on the Tongass with Alaska Native Tribes (16 C.F.R. 291.4), we are gravely concerned that the 
agency's failure to consult and collaborate adequately with the Tribe on this Alaska-specific rule will impair the 
agency's performance of its responsibility to consult and coordinate with the Tribe regarding forest planning. 
Both outcomes impair the Tribe's responsibility to "protect the general welfare and security of the village." 
 
 
 
Given where we are at this process, we recommend the Forest Service withdraw the August 30th notice and 
immediately comply with its responsibilities to consult and collaborate with the Tribes. Another, less preferable 
option, would be to extend the deadline for submitting scoping comments from October 15th until at least 
December 3r4. Such an extension would help ensure that OVK has at least 90 days to engage with its citizens 
and the Forest Service on this issue of such enormous controversy. 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
[Signature] 
 Joel Jackson 
 President 
 
February 28, 2019 
 
Dear Honorable Secretary Perdue: 
 
On behalf of the Organized Village of Kake (OVK), a Tribal Cooperating Agency, please accept this cover 
letter, track-changes and comments in the preliminary Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Word 
document, and associated attachments referenced in the DEIS as OVK's official comments. The hurried and 
poorly written DEIS indicates how rushed this rulemaking is and needs to take more time to reflect all the 
concerns of the indigenous people who actually live in the Tongass National Forest and face the most adverse 



impacts from the proposed action. (the summary of 144,000 comments was only shared 3 weeks ago). As 
track-changed on page D-5, timber does not employ Kake and it hasn't in over 20 years. Government, 
education, and tourism are the main sustainable employment opportunities in Kake. 
 
Our future generations are the basis of the Kake Lingit stewardship of our lands since time immemorial. With 
increased threats to and from their environment, our children will bear the impacts of this rule-making process. 
The protection of the ecological integrity of these lands for future generations should be the most important 
aspect of the Alaska Roadless Rule process; these lands are worth more intact and standing than fragmented 
and cut down. As explained at the Cooperating Tribal Agency meeting on 2/14/2019 in Juneau, an 
overwhelming majority (approx. 95%) of the comments received by the USFS from Southeast Alaskans 
supported application of the roadless rule on the Tongass 
 
Alternatives 
 
OVK from the beginning supported Alternative 1 and still supports the no-action alternative. 
 
* Alternative 1 (no action) or Alternative 2 should be the only alternatives considered for the preferred 
alternative since they are the only alternatives consistent with public input as documented by the Forest 
Service. 
 
* Official written scoping comment summary, public scoping comment summary (attached) 
 
* Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 should be changed so they do NOT exempt any roaded roadless lands extensions 
near communities where a majority of the public comments express support for the roadless rule; i.e., no lands 
should be exempted within 50 miles of a community that commented in support of the roadless rule. 
 
* OVK requests co-management authority over all management activities allowed within Kake territory under all 
Alternatives (see attached OVK Community Use Area map). 
* The traditional use areas of communities such as Kake, that commented heavily in support of the no action 
alternative, should receive complete roadless protections under all alternatives. 
* For Kake, this encompasses all the lands from Seymour Canal to Cape Decision, with documented traditional 
use areas including lands on: Admiralty Island, the mainland around Hobart Bay, Port Houghton, Farragut Bay, 
and Windham Bay, Kupreanof Island, Keku Islands, and all roadless portions of Kuiu Island, including Port 
Camden, Saginaw, Kadake Bay and Creek, Three-mile Arm, Rocky Pass, and East Kuiu (see attached map). 
 
* Alternative 3, 4, and 5 should be modified to include all roadless rule protections for T77/TNC ecological 
priority areas. The ecological value of Kake's traditional use areas is documented through traditional ecological 
knowledge, as well as the conservation assessment conducted by the Nature Conservancy, and the Tongass 
77 (T77) proposal to protect the most productive salmon producing watersheds still at risk from logging on the 
Tongass National forest. The following watersheds in Kake's traditional use areas are also T77/TNC 'ecological 
priority areas'; many of them were allocated by the Forest Service to 'Development LUDs' and at risk of being 
opened to industrial timber harvest and roadbuilding under Alternatives 3, 4, 5, and 6. 
 
* Mainland between Port Houghton and Farragut Bay, the center and south of Kupreanof Island, Port Camden 
and east Kuiu, Security Bay, Washington Bay, and Bay of Pillars. 
* These areas must absolutely receive road less protections. 
 
* *Alternative 6 should be eliminated* [Text bolded for emphasis] because it does not meet the stated purpose 
and need and is unnecessary since the applicable mining laws and regulations (and not the roadless rule) 
govern access to mining claims on the Tongass. 
* The DEIS should be consistent about how it treats LUD 11 lands across each alternative. Right now, some 
alternatives appear to include LUD II lands as having `roadless' protections, while other alternatives do not. 
What is the purpose of these different management designations? This is misleading and makes it difficult to 
compare the effects between alternatives. 
 
* DEIS (2-4): Alternatives 2 and 4 designate LUD 11 acreage as Alaska Roadless Areas; Alternative 3 removes 
LUD II areas from roadless designation as a means of "eliminating confusion and ensuring congressional 
intent". The Forest Service lacks authority to change permanent Congressional designations for lands "chosen 
for special management because of their critical importance for fish and wildlife habitat and their high value to 



tourism and recreation." These lands must be managed in a roadless state to retain wildland character." *Why 
is the FS removing Roadless protections from lands for which the congressional intent is for the lands to be 
"maintained in a roadless state* [Text bolded for emphasis] to preserve their wilderness character"? 
 
*Cultural heritage* [Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
* The FS should undertake a study of the written and oral history of the Alaska Native communities directly 
affected by this proposed Alaska Roadless Rule to ensure it is consistent with the traditional uses of the land as 
desired by the adjacent communities to these areas. 
 
* The community of Kake and OVK, since time of contact, have advocated for the conservation and use of all 
resources on our traditional lands. Our uses are well documented throughout the 1800's and in government 
documents starting in 1912, historical Tongass proceedings such as the Hanna hearings of 1944, through 
today as we try and protect what we have left in and around Kake. 
 
* The Idaho Roadless Rule identifies certain areas as *"Special Areas of Historic or Tribal Significance."* [Text 
underlined for emphasis] The AKRR should do the same for areas around Alaska Native communities, places 
of importance for our cultural or subsistence uses and resources. These areas should include restrictions for 
commercial timber harvest (with allowances for roads and harvest for cultural purposes). 
 
* In Kake, we depend on Red and Yellow cedar stands that surround the remaining road system around the 
village. Red and Yellow cedar trees are an important cultural resource and are experiencing mass die-off due 
to climate change and environmental stressors. It is crucial to protect this habitat from more intensive stressors, 
such as increased roadbuilding or industrial logging. 
 
Specific Areas 
 
* There are traditional use areas around Kake of particular importance to our culture and spirituality, our 
customary & traditional (subsistence) harvest, and customary use; increased protections are needed for all 
these areas. No commercial logging and no roadbuilding should be allowed in the following high-value 
subsistence and demonstrated traditional use areas. These areas are essential to the Tribe's ability to 
"Strengthen Tribal Community and Culture" of Tribal citizens, which is our stated mission. These lands need to 
be maintained in a roadless state to preserve and enhance our subsistence areas and traditional uses of the 
land. 
*  
* These areas are: 
* Keku Islands (VCU 3980) 
* Kadake Bay and Creek (VCU 4210) 
* Three-mile Ann (VCU 4190, 4280) 
* Port Camden (VCU 4200) 
* Rocky Pass (VCU 4280) 
* East Kuiu Roadless Area (VCUs 4160, 4170, 4180) 
* Security Bay (VCU 4000) 
* Rowan Bay (VCU 4020) 
* Saginaw Bay (VCU 3990) 
* Washington Bay (VCU 4010) 
* Bay of Pillars (VCU 4030) 
* Seclusion Bay (VCU 4180) 
* No Name Bay (VCU 4170) 
* Reid & Alvin Bays (VCU 4160) 
* *All of central and Southern Kupreanof Island* [Text underlined for emphasis] (VCUs 4270, 4280, 4290, 4400, 
4380, 4360, 4350, 4320, 4300, 4310, 4330, 4340). 
* Mainland around Windham Bay, Port Houghton, Hobart Bay, and Farragut Bays (VCUs 4830, 680, 690, 700, 
710, 760, 770, 790, 800, 840, 830, 820, 850, 860, 870, 890, 880, 900) 
* The Legislated LUD II lands on Kupreanof and Kuiu Islands should remain protected from logging and 
roadbuilding according to their congressionally designated intent. 
 
* Protecting the remaining productive, intact, old growth habitat of Kake's traditional use areas is essential for 
the continued viability of Kake's subsistence harvest, ability to adapt to climate change, and cultural traditions. 



 
* We are observing the effects from previous clear-cuts and industrial logging in low salmon runs and small 
deer populations that are very slow to rebound. 
 
* Central North Kupreanof would experience an increase in suitable old growth timber acreage under every 
alternative. However, considering the recovering nature of the area from past clearcutting and the vicinity to 
Kake, we request that this area receive full protection from additional road buildings under any new iteration of 
the rule. 
 
*Requests for an Alaska Roadless Rule* [Text bolded for emphasis] 
 
OVK reaffirms its support for the no action alternative because it is the best option for Kake and our Tribal 
citizens. However, if any action alternative is selected as the preferred alternative, the following provisions 
should be incorporated into the alternatives: 
 
* OVK requests that the Forest Service update the 1995 Tongass inventory used to define inventoried roadless 
areas and include approximately 350,000 acres that were excluded from the 2001 rule due to assumed logging 
development that did not occur 
* The road connection between Kake and Portage Bay should be completed to increase ferry services and 
subsistence harvest opportunities for community members. We urge the Forest Service to maintain the roads 
they already have and build those that are important for community uses, not those used for industrial logging. 
* Any iteration of an Alaska Roadless Rule needs to include provisions for workforce development of local 
youth and utilization of local labor for Forest Service projects on adjacent [ands, such as restoration, wildlife 
and timber thinning, stream and habitat restoration in the Petersburg Ranger district. Collaborative partnerships 
and indigenous resource stewardship contracts should be prioritized. 
* Microsales should be developed to support local small-scale timber operators and sawmills. 
* Carbon credits have been heavily discussed in the region with the ANC's, where is this in the DEIS? 
 
Gunalcheesh, 
 
[Signature] 
 Joel Jackson 
 President 
 
Attachments 
 
* Goldschmidt Haas (1998) Haa Aani map of Kake's traditional use areas (historically attached to OVK's 
comments with USFS the past 3 decades at least) 
* Scoping meeting summary(s) 
* OVK Community Use Area map 
* OVK Letter to Forest Supervisor Stewart (Sept. 7, 2018) 
* OVK Comments on Proposed Rule (Oct. 10, 2018) 
* OVK Res. No. 2018-24 
* Letter to Sec. Perdue seeking Government-to-government Consultation (Feb. 5, 2019) 
* OVK request for extension [mdash] AK Specific Roadless Rule (Jan. 31, 2019) 
* Dawson studies 
* Alaska DOT letter closing out Kake Access Project (2016) 
 
[Position] 
 





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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jonathan 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3117 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have lived in or visited most of the U.S. the Tongass national forest is the most beautiful part of this country. 
Roads would not only destroy the beautiful area, but impact an extremely diverse ecosystem. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning 
streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife 
populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jonathan Jackson 
 
El Paso, TX 79911 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juli 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Juli Jackson and I live in Bronxville, New York. 
 
This should be totally obvious, but apparently, it's not. Protect the environment, not the bottom lines of the 
logging industry. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Juli Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/29/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kaitlin 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Sonny Perdue, 
 
Seriously!!??? Allyou people do is destroy!! That's all you know how to do! Oh, lets go destroy this forest!! Its 
absolutely useless to us, we don't need it!! Let's get rid of this lake, we dont need it! Lets destroy these 
mountains, nobody needs them!! Let's kill all these animals, nobody cares!! Well let me tell you, more people 
care than you even know! Its time you people get out! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kaitlin Jackson 
 
Craigsville, WV 26205 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Jackson and I live in Conyngham, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karen Jackson 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC525 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of South Baranof Wilderness, hosted by the Sitka Conservation 
Society (SCS). SCS hosts boat cruises in the summer to introduce people to the marvelous wonders of the 
Tongass with the help of experienced boat captains and knowledgeable naturalists. On this cruise into the 
South Baranof Wilderness, I have seen: 
 
massive mammals, eagles, rugged landscapes with fragile ecosystems that have already been affected by 
climate change resulting in cedar dicoffete, effects occrring throughout the Tongass National Forest. Increased 
human impact from logging and mining will cause irreparable damage for little + short lived economic benefit. 
Roads will cause instant damage to watersheds + fisheries. It is imperative that the Tongass keep its current 
roadless status. 
 
The Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon, steelhead 
trout, dolly varden are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into fjords and inlets. Brown 
bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses throughout the forest. 
These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka Spruce and Mountain Hemlock trees that tower over the 
land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
The South Baranof Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible biodiversity. It is 
just one example of what the Tongass National Forest can produce when it is protected and left to its own 
natural processes. The flora and fauna that we find in the South Baranof Wilderness area also thrive in 
inventoried roadless areas throughout the Tongass. These roadless areas are numerous around Sitka and 
provide our community with important hunting, fishing, foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on 
these roadless areas for our sustenance and our livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism 
industries. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like South Baranof, our way of life and the roadless areas we depend on are being 
threatened by politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and 
economic consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless area, and the intact habitat they support are an 
investment in the long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the national Roadless Rule on the 
Tongass! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Larry Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Jackson and I live in Redding, California. 
 
 
We need to protect any forest, especially since so many have already burned. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Larry Jackson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1169 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: M. 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC669 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of Alaska. I do NOT want Alaska and the Tongass exempt from the 
Roadless Rule because the best use of the tongass is as an intact wilderness and forest lands. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:10:56 PM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mark Jackson 
Kalamazoo, MI 49009 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Matthew Jackson and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I was born in Ketchikan and my father lost his job in 
the downturn that came after the Pulp Mill closed, so I am familiar with the ups and downs of logging. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts, hunting, fishing, foraging for wild foods, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and 
saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat, hydroelectric development, intertie and 
transmission line construction . It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain 
their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Southeast Alaskans 
have spoken nearly unanimously over and over again the last several years that we do not support a full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule, and that the most preferred option is the "No Action" alternative. The 
system we have had since the Roadless Rule took effect is working very well, there is no reason to mess with 
it.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 



growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC457 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
My name is Matthew Jackson. I was born and raised in the Tongass and depend on it's wellbeing for my 
sustenance and wellbeing. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
I prefer that the Forest Service take No Action on the roadless rule. 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
The Tongass has already been too fragmented and over-exracted. It's greatest value is as intact wilderness for 
salmon habitat, tourism, and our way of life. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
Every part of the Tongass needs protection from future development. In addition, each island and watershed 
has its own unique history, geology and ecosystem and cannot be equated. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
The Forest Service has lots of important work it could be doing to improve salmon habitat and non destructive 
recreation access like trails and cabins, rather than more fragmenting roads 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 



 
Sincerely, 
 
Matthw Jackson 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Forest Service, 
 
I appreciate the work you do in the Tongass. The Tongass National Forest is the crown jewel of the National 
Forest system, and is a priceless carbon sink, a renewable powerhouse for wild salmon that attracts millions of 
tourists each year. It is also a plentiful source of second-growth timber for harvest. One thing that is not plentiful 
in the Tongass any more is old growth. That is why I am writing again in support of the No Action Alternative, 
leaving the Roadless Rule intact to protect what remaining old-growth we have for salmon habitat, deer habitat, 
subsistence, recreation and tourism. The public comment from Alaskans has been overwhelmingly in favor of 
keeping the Roadless Rule. I expect that the Forest Service will honor this public input, and focus its valuable 
energies on important services like rehabilitating clearcut areas, protecting habitat, and improving recreational 
and tourist access. Any other course of action will irreparably damage the public trust in the administration of 
the Forest Service, and cause harm to irreplaceable tracts of forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matthew Jackson 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melanie Jackson and I live in Lansing, Michigan. 
 
Protecting our environment and addressing climate change is of the utmost importance. Please take these 
matters seriously and take action to address them!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Melanie Jackson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
For no change to the existing roadless rule 
 
[POSITION] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: NLS 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: NLS 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: NLS 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1400 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: NLS 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: NLS 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tristynn 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC616 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness. The West Chichagof-
Yakobi Wilderness was the first citizen-initiated Wilderness area in Alaska; in 1967, Sitkans who recognized the 
value of this area came together to protect it. This Wilderness area is rich in biodiversity and supports an 
incredibly productive ecosystem. Salmon are sustained by the vast freshwater stream systems that empty into 
fjords and inlets. Brown bears feast upon these salmon as they swim upstream, distributing their carcasses 
throughout the forest. These carcasses fertilize the soil and feed the Sitka spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
yellow cedar trees that tower over the land. Underneath this old growth canopy, Sitka Black-tail deer browse on 
abundant berries and shrubs. 
 
However, the West Chichagof-Yakobi Wilderness is not the only place in Southeast Alaska with such incredible 
beauty and biodiversity. The flora and fauna we find in this wilderness area also thrive in inventoried roadless 
areas throughout the Tongass. Intact roadless areas provide our communities with important hunting, fishing, 
foraging, and recreating opportunities. We depend on the entirety of the Tongass for our subsistence and our 
livelihoods including our commercial fishing and tourism industries. I am grateful for the Wilderness designation 
that the West Chichagof-Yacobi area received, and would like to see such protections extended to areas such 
as Ushk Bay and Poison Cove. 
 
Outside of Wilderness areas like West Chichagof, the roadless areas we depend on are threatened by 
politicians and special interests pushing for short term profits that have long term ecological and economic 
consequences. Wilderness areas, roadless areas, and the intact habitat they support are an investment in the 
long term sustainability of our region. Please keep the National Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass. T77 
areas are particularly important to me; these watersheds are critical to maintaining the salmon runs we depend 
on for jobs and food. Please do not remove protections for these areas, or anywhere else on the Tongass. 
 
Personal Comments: I am not interested in learning more! 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Will 
Last name: Jackson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Wind and solar are now less expensive energy sources than fossil fuels. The planet is in trouble. Please 
preserve this National Forest. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Shawaan 
Last name: Jackson-Gamble 
Organization: CCTHITA Emerging Leader and AFN Southeast Regional Village Alternate 
Title:  
Comments: 
Shawaan Jackson-Gamble's Alaska Roadless Rule Public Comment 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
USFS Roadless Rule Public Comment 
 
Shawaan Jackson-Gamble (CCTHITA Emerging Leader and AFN Southeast Regional Village Alternate) 
 
December 17th, 2019 
 
 
 
I am submitting this comment on behalf of my future kids and the generations that are still yet to come. I want 
to urge Secretary Perdue to select Alternative one, No Action Alternative because of how the current 2001 
Roadless Rule protects our traditional ways of life. As Tlingit, Haida and Tsimshian people we have always 
depended on our lands for our traditional foods and medicines for over 10,000 years and our language and 
songs tell us about our history and relationship we have with our lands. If you really study the Tlingit language, 
it's beautiful to see how much our language is to our lands. A full exemption of the Tongass National Forest 
from the 2001 Roadless Rule would negatively impact my ability to engage in my traditional ways of life and 
cultural practices. The mission of the U.S. Forest Service states, "The Department of Agriculture is responsible 
for managing National Forest System resources to sustain the health, diversity, and productivity of the nation's 
forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present and future generations". Let me ask you this, how does 
doing a full exemption of the Roadless Rule meet the resource and cultural needs for the generations still yet to 
come? It doesn't, this is why I am here today to speak in favor of Alternative one, no action alternative because 
it meets the cultural needs of the future generations. A full exemption does not fulfill the purpose and need for 
the Alaska Roadless Rule as stated in the Notice of Intent (found in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement) 
which states "the USDA desires a durable and long-lasting regulation for the conservation and management of 
roadless areas on the Tongass." A wholescale removal of roadless protections from the Tongass will not help 
conserve or manage roadless areas.  
 
We are, as my papa calls it, "massaging our lands" after the effects clear cut logging has done to our lands and 
we are just now starting to see more deer populate our lands, based on information from a local trapper and 
from observation. I got the opportunity this past summer to be the Road and Culvert Crew leader for the Keex 
Kwaan Community Forest Partnership and that is an excellent way of massaging our lands, my crew and I 
inventoried over 700 miles worth of road and over 1,400 culverts to prioritize which culverts need to be 
changed to help with fish passage. Note that Kupreanof Island is only 52 miles long and 20 miles wide so what 
is the need of more roads if we already have roads that can stretch along Kupreanof 14 times in length. I would 
like to see the Forest Service continue their investments in partnerships like the Keex Kwaan Community 
Forest Partnership and the continued restoration of our lands and waters rather than a full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule We need to invest into restoring our lands and waters because salmon, deer, moose, bear, 
beaver, seal, trees and the list goes on do not have a voice, it's up to us to do what is right for our land and 
water relatives like we have for over 10,000 years. 
 
At the 2019 First Alaskan's Institute's Elders and Youth Conference I was the resolution drafter for the 
Resolution 19-57 Protect Clean Water and Water Dependent Species and passed unanimously at Elders and 
Youth then was eventually passed at the 2019 Alaska Federation of Natives Conference. The resolution calls 
upon tribal governments, regional non-profits, ANCSA Corporations, state and federal leaders to protect the 
health of our waters and habitat for water-dependent species therefore any current or future regulation, statue 
change or new statute must meet a traditional standard of protecting our traditional ways of living and will use 
tribal consultation to do so. We as Lingit people deserve to have a voice when it comes to protection of our 



land, waters and ways of life because we have been here and made our lands sustainable for over 10,000 
years and will continue to do so for the next 10,000 years. 
 
We have more youth going to college for work in natural resources fields and it is the youth right now that our 
under the hat or aat.oo of our ancestors, as my ancestors are giving me strength to speak from my heart and 
be here today, if it wasn't for my ancestors I wouldn't be standing here today so I want to take a second to 
acknowledge those that went before us. I once again want to urge Secretary Perdue to be in favor of alternative 
one so that we can restore our lands and waters. It won't only help massage our lands, it will provide 
employment and create careers in natural resources for local people like partnerships like The Keex Kwaan 
Community Forest Partnership and Hoonah Native Forest Partnership provide meaningful careers to our 
people. I feel confident with the strong group of youth that are rising up and coming back to their people 
educated and ready to be warriors for our people. A full exemption will not encourage rural economic 
development; alternative 1 will continue investments that the Forest Service has made into workforce 
development with rural youth and increase economic opportunities in our villages. 
 
A full exemption of the Roadless Rule would be a big sign of disrespect to the Lingit, Haida and Tsimshian 
people because it will affect our ways of life and can even alter our traditional place name meanings because of 
the descriptions of our place names give for our lands and waters. The Lingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people of 
the Tongass will be disproportionately impacted by a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule because we 
depend on these lands for our food security and traditional way of life. We have to utilize the current roads we 
have now for restoration purposes so that our ways of life can continue on. I hope that my comment is heard by 
Secretary Perdue because it is a matter that needs to have more tribal consolation and involvement because of 
our experience with making our lands sustainable for those that are still yet to come. Gunlcheesh (Thank you) 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "The Alaska Federation of Natives 2019 Annual 
Convention Resolution] 
 
[Position] 
 





USFS Roadless Rule Public Comment  

Shawaan Jackson-Gamble (CCTHITA Emerging Leader and AFN Southeast Regional Village 

Alternate)  

December 17
th

, 2019  

 

I am submitting this comment on behalf of my future kids and the generations that are 

still yet to come. I want to urge Secretary Perdue to select Alternative one, No Action Alternative 

because of how the current 2001 Roadless Rule protects our traditional ways of life. As Tlingit, 

Haida and Tsimshian people we have always depended on our lands for our traditional foods and 

medicines for over 10,000 years and our language and songs tell us about our history and 

relationship we have with our lands. If you really study the Tlingit language, it’s beautiful to see 

how much our language is to our lands. A full exemption of the Tongass National Forest from 

the 2001 Roadless Rule would negatively impact my ability to engage in my traditional ways of 

life and cultural practices. The mission of the U.S. Forest Service states, “The Department of 

Agriculture is responsible for managing National Forest System resources to sustain the health, 

diversity, and productivity of the nation’s forests and grasslands to meet the needs of present and 

future generations”. Let me ask you this, how does doing a full exemption of the Roadless Rule 

meet the resource and cultural needs for the generations still yet to come? It doesn’t, this is why I 

am here today to speak in favor of Alternative one, no action alternative because it meets the 

cultural needs of the future generations. A full exemption does not fulfill the purpose and need 

for the Alaska Roadless Rule as stated in the Notice of Intent (found in the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement) which states “the USDA desires a durable and long-

lasting regulation for the conservation and management of roadless areas on the Tongass.” 

A wholescale removal of roadless protections from the Tongass will not help conserve or 

manage roadless areas.  

We are, as my papa calls it, “massaging our lands” after the effects clear cut logging has 

done to our lands and we are just now starting to see more deer populate our lands, based on 

information from a local trapper and from observation. I got the opportunity this past summer to 

be the Road and Culvert Crew leader for the Keex Kwaan Community Forest Partnership and 

that is an excellent way of massaging our lands, my crew and I inventoried over 700 miles worth 



of road and over 1,400 culverts to prioritize which culverts need to be changed to help with fish 

passage. Note that Kupreanof Island is only 52 miles long and 20 miles wide so what is the need 

of more roads if we already have roads that can stretch along Kupreanof 14 times in length. I 

would like to see the Forest Service continue their investments in partnerships like the 

Keex Kwaan Community Forest Partnership and the continued restoration of our lands 

and waters rather than a full exemption from the Roadless Rule We need to invest into 

restoring our lands and waters because salmon, deer, moose, bear, beaver, seal, trees and the list 

goes on do not have a voice, it’s up to us to do what is right for our land and water relatives like 

we have for over 10,000 years. 

 At the 2019 First Alaskan’s Institute’s Elders and Youth Conference I was the resolution 

drafter for the Resolution 19-57 Protect Clean Water and Water Dependent Species and passed 

unanimously at Elders and Youth then was eventually passed at the 2019 Alaska Federation of 

Natives Conference. The resolution calls upon tribal governments, regional non-profits, ANCSA 

Corporations, state and federal leaders to protect the health of our waters and habitat for water-

dependent species therefore any current or future regulation, statue change or new statute must 

meet a traditional standard of protecting our traditional ways of living and will use tribal 

consultation to do so. We as Lingit people deserve to have a voice when it comes to protection of 

our land, waters and ways of life because we have been here and made our lands sustainable for 

over 10,000 years and will continue to do so for the next 10,000 years.  

We have more youth going to college for work in natural resources fields and it is the 

youth right now that our under the hat or aat.oo of our ancestors, as my ancestors are giving me 

strength to speak from my heart and be here today, if it wasn’t for my ancestors I wouldn’t be 

standing here today so I want to take a second to acknowledge those that went before us. I once 

again want to urge Secretary Perdue to be in favor of alternative one so that we can restore our 

lands and waters. It won’t only help massage our lands, it will provide employment and create 

careers in natural resources for local people like partnerships like The Keex Kwaan Community 

Forest Partnership and Hoonah Native Forest Partnership provide meaningful careers to our 

people. I feel confident with the strong group of youth that are rising up and coming back to their 

people educated and ready to be warriors for our people. A full exemption will not encourage 

rural economic development; alternative 1 will continue investments that the Forest 



Service has made into workforce development with rural youth and increase economic 

opportunities in our villages. 

A full exemption of the Roadless Rule would be a big sign of disrespect to the Lingit, 

Haida and Tsimshian people because it will affect our ways of life and can even alter our 

traditional place name meanings because of the descriptions of our place names give for our 

lands and waters. The Lingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people of the Tongass will be 

disproportionately impacted by a full exemption from the 2001 Roadless Rule because we 

depend on these lands for our food security and traditional way of life. We have to utilize the 

current roads we have now for restoration purposes so that our ways of life can continue on. I 

hope that my comment is heard by Secretary Perdue because it is a matter that needs to have 

more tribal consolation and involvement because of our experience with making our lands 

sustainable for those that are still yet to come. Gunlcheesh (Thank you)    

 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willard 
Last name: Jackson Sr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4927 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Jacob 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Jacob and I live in Juneau, AK. I have lived in Southeast Alaska since 1996, almost 24 
years. My parents worked hard to move me up here when I was 11 and made sure I had a childhood free from 
the sprawling urban hellscapes of Southern California. 
 
 
 
I depend on the forest for my state of mental well being and for exercise. I harvest berries often in the summer 
time. I fish occasionally and also hunt grouse. I, like the other 7 billion people on this planet, rely on a forest like 
the Tongass as the "lungs of the Earth." I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 2: open up roaded roadless. It is a 
workable compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I think it's within the 
realm of possibilities that Southeast Alaska can host a sustainable timber industry by utilizing already roaded 
areas and harvesting 2nd and 3rd growth timber.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 



growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
This forest is a global treasure. Walking in its stands of old growth is as close to god as I've ever come. Every 
time I see mist rising up from the tree tops marching up mountainsides, it feels like the first time and I've lived 
here for 24 years. The Tongass' stands of old growth should not be sacrificed for short sighted and 
unsustainable economic gains that do not benefit the residents of Southeast Alaska. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Jacob 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Frank Jacob and I live in Ward Cove, Alaska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Frank Jacob 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:32:40 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Jacob 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jill Bohr Jacob 
Ward Cove, AK 99928 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jacob 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4112 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Do we have to trash every inch of surface of the United States to make uninhabitable for ourselves, and 
wildlife!! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Greg Jacobs 
 
Sebastopol, CA 95472 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Desecration of Wilderness 
 
My vote from California. 
 
Take no action and leave all of Alaska under 2001 Roadless Rule, including the Tongass National Forest. my 
iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Jacobs and I live in Chelan, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Jacobs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Jacobs and I live in Chelan, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathryn Jacobs 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC721 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Jacobs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Im very concerned about the protections lifted on the Tongass National Forest to allow roads and the logging of 
ancient trees. The decisions made are not based on real science, but on the desire for profit. Once the trees 
are gone, theyre gone. They cant be replaced. The American public is tired of short-term decisions based on 
greed which will have long-term environmental impact. This administration seems determined to destroy our 
national parks, national monuments.... Its shameful. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: jacobsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adam Jacobsen and I live in San Francisco, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I love trees. And I love breathing. I love living and hope that the next generations may be able to do so. Cutting 
more forests down takes away breathing, takes away life. We are all connected. We are made up of distinct 
living organisms (bacteria, etc.) and we are part of the living organism of Earth. We need to find alternative 
resources that make sense. Climate change is as real as any weather report. Will it rain next week? Will there 
be a storm? Do we care? I do. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the 
Tongass, support small-scale, sustainable logging, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging 
practices. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lani 
Last name: Jacobsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongrass National Forest is much more valuable to us (all people, not just U.S. Americans) as a protected 
forest, than as a resource for logging and/or mining. 
 
 
 
It provides more diversity of living things, sequesters huge amounts of carbon, and is valuable to local people 
for the tourism economy. Logging the Tongrass has been demonstrated to be a significant loss to taxpayers of 
the U.S. 
 
 
 
I adamantly oppose permitting any logging in the Tongrass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Jacobsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please leave the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 Roadless Rule. All federal lands currently under the 
2001 Roadless Rule should be kept under this rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anna 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support no action alternative 
 
Hello, 
 
Want more roads? Move down south. I support the no action alternative to the Tongas roadless rule. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Anna 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Art 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Art Jacobson and I live in Denver, Colorado. 
 
The Bears Ears landscapes are sacred and truly magnificent. I have visited many Native American sites in the 
vicinity, and they need protecting at all cost. I have viewed the clearing of land to erect oil drilling projects in 
Canyon Lands, which have negatively changed the landscape forever. We need to stop POTUS from opening 
up the Bears Ears area for his reckless quest for his misguided plan for world energy dominance. His 
degradation of the Bears Ears landscape has made it more accessible to looters of sacred sites, and off road 
destruction by ORV's and careless use of other motor vehicles. POTUS has no regard for Native American 
rights, and seems to be choosing vindictive methods to turn around President Obama's designation of Bears 
Ears as a National Monument. I fully concur with Earth Justice and applaud their efforts to Save Bears Ears 
National Monument from further destruction. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Art Jacobson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Damon 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I vote for Alternative One 
 
I do not want renewed road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The giant, ancient trees are important for the planet in terms of carbon storage, the roads would damage the 
salmon fishery and that the 1000 year old trees can't be replaced once gone. 
 
Damon Jacobson 
 
Get Outlook for Android 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judy Hall Jacobson and I live in near Haines, Alaska. In 1986, I moved to Juneau after spending 
several summers working for USDA Forestry Sciences Lab and Oregon State University, studying the affects of 
logging on wildlife habitat in S.E. Alaska. 
 
 
 
Having lived in Oregon, the beauty and integrity of the Tongass National Forest impressed me back then. In the 
years since, I have realized more and more how important it is to protect large tracks of old-growth forests. I 
knew this possibility was almost gone in Oregon. But here in S.E. Alaska, it was still possible to preserve 
forests for conservation, recreation and the biodiversity we are losing elsewhere. 
 
 
 
I am writing to comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned about how the Rule and 
the proposed full exemption will impact subsistence fishing for my family and others, impact the peace and 
solitude we all experience in wild places and how it will diminish the status of the Tongass as a national and 
global treasure. And of course we must all realize the importance of the forest's ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate change impacts. And we have no right to not consider the conservation of resources for future 
generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS, I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, and a place to hike and enjoy 
nature. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on Baranof, Chichagof, and 
Admiralty Islands, the Yakutat forelands, and all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the 
roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, 
and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because it ignores the voices 
of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of the no action alternative and it will harm tourism and 
fishing, that creates jobs for many of us in SE Alaska. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed 
for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and the possibility in other sectors, such as value added 
uses of Sitka Spruce and Western Hemlock, sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the 



Forest Service wants to support rural economic development, it should devote resources to supporting our 
fishing and visitor industries, invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure, improve and 
streamline existing permitting processes for important community projects. 
 
 
 
Most importantly, climate change is threatening the future of the planet. Protecting the Tongass from more 
roads and more logging, is only reasonable in light of this threat. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Judy 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC508 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
Judy Hall Jacobson, Haines; formally with Oregon State University working on studying affects of clearcutting 
on o-growth habitat. I fish for subsistance slamon which depends on a pristine env. The Tongass has much of 
the remaining old growth in the forest service's national forests. It needs protection. 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
Stick with harvesting forests in roaded areas and leave the roadless areas intact for wildlife and future 
generations. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
T77 slamon watershed areas, Admerialty Island 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Fishing and hiking, subsistance, mushroom study other natural history study 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
Conservation, protection of sensitive ecological areas, recreation, deer habitat enhancement 
 



Additional comments for the Forest Service: 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Judy Hall Jacobson 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kay 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laura 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laura Jacobson and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
These lands need your protection. Land management should not be characterized by your allowing 
construction and other desecration of this precious, amazing area. How about some real management vs. 
mismanagement. Don't let fear of Donald guide your decision making. Show some back bone! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Laura Jacobson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1274 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Libby 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC949 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC948 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:21:12 PM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rebecca Jacobson and I live in Coon Rapids, MN. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
This area should be left untouched. As it is we are already intruding on way too much wildlife. Save these 
habitats!!! 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, the recreational opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate 
rainforest in the world, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, the high density 
of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and 
global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of 
old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not 
create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the 
entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to voice strong opposition to an exception to the roadless rule for the Tongass National Forest. I 
live in Colorado, but this is a critical issue to me. First, I want to stand in solidarity with the native community 
who have spoken out against this exception to the roadless rule, and secondly it concerns me that CO was 
granted an exception and I fear this is another exception that will turn into even more exceptions. We must 
protect our roadless areas. Once roaded, these places are never the same. For indigenous people, the 
Tongass is their ancestral home, their sacred lands, their key to cultural preservation. They don't want a quick 
few dollars now and then the bust which follows resource extraction. It's about the long-term health of the land 
and the waters that support life, both human and animal. These people want to fish in clear waters for 
generations to come. And tourism supported by the pristine landscapes is a long-term economic engine. 
Please listen to these peoples and respect their rights to cultural survival.Roadless areas are so few. How can 
we be thinking about sacrificing the amazing Tongass to a few quick bucks? This shows little regard for the 
deleterious impacts of roads - erosion, wildlife deaths, invasive species - and the potential loss of a huge 
carbon sink in a time of climate crisis. Please keep the roadless rule in effect. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 6:45:47 PM 
First name: Terry 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Terry Jacobson and I live in Haines, Alaska. I have lived in S.E. Alaska for 50 years. I depend on 
the forest for a chance to enjoy nature. I subsistence fish and healthy forests means healthy fish. There are 
roads most everywhere. I appreciate living near the most intact forest in the world, the Tongass. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my fishing, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, recreating and enjoying 
nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, and viewing wildlife. A full exemption does 
not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless 
area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will 
negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in or near the Tongass National Forest. This what raods do to  
Tongass: cause rubber tire pollution, slides, more fossil fuel burning, and easy assess to remote wilderness 
areas. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as value added 
wood use. I build musical instruments using small scale hand harvested Sitka spruce and red and yellow cedar.  
If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic development, it should devote resources to support our 
fishing and visitor industries.  
 
Keep the lands that are roadless in the Tongass wild.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Jacobson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jacques 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It's going to take the people in charge to save this planet and unfortunately you want to destroy our largest 
forest. Please think about the future instead of your bank account one time. Thankyou sincerely everyone who 
breathes oxygen. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Jacques 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karen Jacques and I live in Sacramento, California. 
 
Roll back of the roadless rule would be wrong under any circumstances, but in a time of climate crisis (where 
we desperately need our forests to absorb carbon) and the sixth great extinction crisis (where there is a 
desperate need to preserve habitat) more roads are complexly inappropriate and will contribute to what is 
already an unfolding catastrophe of massive proportions. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Karen Jacques 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Jacques 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nancy Jacques and I live in Bainbridge Island, Washington. 
 
Climate disruption is a huge problem. Do not roll back protection for 56 million acres of Tongass National 
Forest. Our existence on this earth needs this forest and more. Think about our children's world. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Nancy Jacques 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Jaeger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
DO NOT RUIN our LAST pristine temperate rain forest that PROTECTS us from climate change. 
 
ROADS and HUMAN activity ruin so much. 
 
I vehemently OPPOSE intruding on this last natural and wild reserve. 
 
Logging is NOT worth the destruction of ANY old growth forests and clearcutting is just STUPID. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bernadette Jaeger 
 
Los Angeles, CA 90025 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kendra 
Last name: Jaeger 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest should NOT be exempted from the 2001 Roadless Rule. This area, along with the 
rest of our precious "wild" areas should be preserved for future generations (of both humans and more-than-
humans). Industry rights should not be valued over their rights. As a country we need to start preserving our 
wilderness and restoring what has been lost. Opening the forest to try to help a struggling industry survive is 
short-sighted. It continues to deny our current climate situation, and pass the buck to future generations. It is 
both irresponsible, and immoral. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynne 
Last name: Jaffe 
Organization: N/A 
Title:  
Comments: 
It is vitally important to protect this area, one of the last wild places left, as a Roadless Conservation Area! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: jagrant 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
RE: Discontinuation of the Roadless rule -- Tongass National Forest 
 
To the USDA/US Forest Service: 
 
I am writing you to voice my opposition to the proposed consideration of discontinuation of the existing 
regulations prohibition of the roadless rule. 
 
I have lived in Southeast Alaska for forty years, having lived in Wrangell (78-81), Ketchikan (81-83), Petersburg 
(83-86), and Juneau (86-presently). 
 
I have a B.S. degree in natural resources studies, with a minor in Forestry. As a consequence I have worked in 
Forestry for approximately 20 years, seasonally for the US Forest Service on Afognak Island for the Chugach 
NF, and the Bridger-Teton NF, and full time on the USFS Wrangell ranger district ,much of this work with the 
USFS has been in timber sale administration. 
 
For nearly ten years I worked for the Alaska Department of Natural Resources (ADNR) in forest practices, 
overseeing timber practices on private Native corporation lands, primarily in southern and central Southeast 
Alaska. I was a primary staff member assisting in the revision to the state's Forest Practices Act (FPA) and as 
part of that effort I was primary as part of a very small team to draft revision to the current Alaska's Forest 
Practices regulations. 
 
Since 1990 I had worked (retired June 30, 2019) with the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation 
(ADEC) Division of Water. For 24 years with the ADEC I was lead on development of the Alaska's responsibility 
under the federal Clean Water Act (Sections 305(b) and 303(d)) in reporting the overall health of Alaska's water 
health in relation to federal and Alaskan water quality standards. In this capacity I have seen many waters 
(fresh water streams, and marine impairment (such as log transfer facilities) Section 303(d) listed impaired as a 
result of forest practices activities. 
 
In this regard, I have seen many acres of Southeast timberlands harvested, both on private lands and many 
Tongass NF lands, particularly under the long-terms sales (i.e., Ketchikan Pulp Company (KPC) and Alaska 
Lumber and Pulp (ALP)). This has resulted in loss of valuable habitat and recreational activities. I have 
witnessed and been part of violations of federal and state rules, for instance in terms of protection of resident 
and anadromous fish streams. As part of this effort I was disappointed to see KPC and ALP to gain 
&quot;credits&quot; for building mainly (&quot;spec&quot;) roads and as a consequence they were essentially 
getting the timber for (nearly) free. 
 
Lastly in my long career and experience in the timber industry, particularly in Alaska, Alaska's timber market 
has always Asian markets and it was always known that, in terms of the timber market, Alaska was alway 
&quot;last in, first out.&quot; The market just isn't there. It is evident that Southeast Alaska's timber industry is a 
skeleton of what we have seen the past but discontinuation of the roadless rule won't change that. 
 
Again, I write to object to the proposed consideration of discontinuation of the existing regulations prohibition of 
the roadless rule. 
 
Sincerely and respectfully, 
 
/s/ 
 
J. Andrew Grant 
 
Juneau, Alaska 
 
 



 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Jahos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Jahos and I live in Alstead, New Hampshire. 
 
It is the agency's obligation to preserve our special places, not give them to corporations to ruin so they can 
make more money. Once their lost, we can never get them back. Do your job. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellen Jahos 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:17:38 PM 
First name: Darlene 
Last name: Jakusz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Darlene Jakusz 
Amherst Jct, WI 54407 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Greg 
Last name: Jalbert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Greg Jalbert and I live in Berkeley, California. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is but one of Earth's precious forest and must be protected for all of its wildlife 
inhabitants, plants, animals, clean water, air and land. The Trump administration and their cohorts are clearly 
destructive organized crime and must be thwarted. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Greg Jalbert 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: jamensch 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Congress National Forest 
 
I wish to vote to keep the Tongass National Forest roadless to preserve it for posterity. 
 
Thank you 
 
Arthur Mensch 
 
Sent from my Galaxy Tab[reg] A 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3318 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Alex James 
 
Portland, OR 97219 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ambuul 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Support for opening up access! 
 
Dear Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule, 
 
The misdirection of this group! 
 
Build the much needed infrastructure! Read the actual Roadless Rule yourself! Go to the Governors website 
and read it and you will see that the liberals are misleading you again! They (the liberals"DemocRATS") by 
misdirection are LYING to you because they don't want people to be able to work because then you dont need 
them and you wouldn't ever vote for them again. Build the necessary access , more jobs means freedom to 
choose your means of self support and real joyful work. Gods beauty and Perfection can be recognized in 
nature. Don't hide it from the world 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Ambuul 
 
Colorado Springs, CO 80921 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Curtis 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1362 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 8:13:24 PM 
First name: Isaiah 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Isaiah James and I live in Sitka, Alaska. This is my second year in Southeast Alaska. Im schooling 
at Mt. Edgecumbe High School. As students and stuff we like to go hiking in the forests and biking on the trails. 
We value it because since we dont live in southeast alaska we value the native people using the forest for 
subsistence. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I 
find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the conservation of 
resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 3: open up roaded roadless and build 
logical extensions. It protects important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
practicing my culture, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing wildlife. A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I dont think that 
tearing down the forest will be in the best interest for Southeast Alaska or other Alaskans.. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts transition to second growth logging devote resources to support our 
fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kent 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is vital that the federal government not open up the Tongass National Forest by building roads to facilitate 
logging. Doing so would be bad for the world's environment (unleashing carbon and destroying carbon 
capturing trees), reducing the amount of true wildnerness left, as well as potentially damaging salmon runs. 
The changes suggested by the Trump administration are short-sighted and wrong. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leisa 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Opening up this forest would have grave consequences for decades and centuries to come. We cannot leave 
this earth decimating legacy to our children and grandchildren. I do NOT support opening up the Tongass 
national forest to corporations for any purpose. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lorren 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lorren James and I live in Aurora, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lorren James 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: James 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary James and I live in Lewisburg, Pennsylvania. 
 
I beg you to put the health of our planet and our citizens ahead of corporate greed. Please protect our forests! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary James 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jay 
Last name: (James) Houck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC36 
 
Dear Forest Service! 
 
I love to fish and hunt and hike and camp and live in the Tongass. Please don't take that away from me. NO 
Action in the Tongass! I'm eating Sockeye my brother caught in sweetheart Creek. I would be so hungry 
without the Tongass. Keep the Tongas Roadless!!! 
 
-James Houck (Age 14) 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anne 
Last name: Jameson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Anne Jameson and I live in Marshfield, Vermont. 
 
If our children, ourselves and any other living creature on our Earth is going to be able to breathe in the future, 
we simply must curtail the amount of pollutants entering our atmosphere. Hence, standards to prevent this 
pollution must be kept strong and in place, not rolled back or weakened. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Anne Jameson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Margit 
Last name: Jameson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Margit Jameson and I live in Newberg, Oregon. 
 
Replant a new tree for everyone you take away-I hope they still do that- it helps, but not enough. I live in 
Newberg, Oregon and the amount of new builds and clear cutting is amazing and disheartening. All around me 
are the gorgeous hills of Yamhill Country, and we need to keep our trees- we dont need more wineries!! Natural 
habitats and clean air are more important. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Margit Jameson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Jamieson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5570 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Keep it Roadless, once it is gone, it is gone. It is making jobs and money for the communitiy as it is. 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cameron 
Last name: Jamieson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cameron Jamieson and I live in Seattle, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Was fortunate enough to grow up in Wrangell, with parents who taught me the importance of preserving our 
beautiful, sustainable Tongass. Spending a few years working in the Forest Service really opened by eyes to 
the silly logging practices we've conducted over the decades, and how detrimental it is maintaining our current 
way of life (fishing!). 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, support small-scale, sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored 
in the Tongass, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins. We need to stop subsidizing the 
clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christie 
Last name: Jamieson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5561 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:30:16 PM 
First name: Vanessa 
Last name: Jamison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Vanessa Jamison 
Marysville, WA 98270 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jander 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Maintain protections for Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Dear Secretary Secretary Perdue, 
 
It is on behalf of everyone who has never seen the beauty of SE Alaska that I ask you to help protect the 
Tongass forest. It should be embarrassing to you that I even have to ask you to protect this natural wonder. 
Please, save this pristine land. 
 
The Tongass, America's largest national forest, stores more carbon than any other national forest. It contains 
some of the planet's last stands of old growth temperate rainforest, which is critical habitat for deer, brown 
bears, black bears, all five species of wild Alaska salmon, wolves, and many of the other species of wildlife. 
 
I urge you in the strongest terms possible to select Alternative 1, or "No Action," for USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-
0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511. Keep the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest protected and 
working to provide clean air, clean water, and sustainable resources to America and the rest of the world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Mr Chris Jander 
 
Holland, MI 49423-4227 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Jandoli 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Jandoli and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Jandoli 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: JANDRON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Janes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5030 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I, Hannah Janes, am highly concerned about the state of the Tongass National Forest. It is home to many 
important and rare species, which need our protection. We should protect it both for posterity and for the sake 
of the animals. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hannah 
Last name: Janes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5014 
 
I , Hannah Janes, am strongly in favor of not chopping down the Tongass Forest. It's a beautiful old growth 
forest and I loved visiting it. It should be preserved for future generations to enjoy, as well as for all the animals. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Janes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I have lived in the Tongass for all of my life. My wife and I have also chosen to raise our three children in the 
Tongass and they stand to gain or lose a lot depending upon the decisions the USFS makes. We are firmly 
opposed to exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule and support Alternative 1- No 
Action for a number of reasons. 
 
 
 
Animal Habitat & Wilderness 
 
We hunt and fish in the Tongass including areas at risk for development if roadless areas are opened up. The 
Tongass National Forest has first class Sitka Blacktail habitat. I have attempted to hunt in second growth areas 
of the Tongass and experienced firsthand what happens when these forests are logged. After about 20 years 
the land is rendered useless for habitat and becomes impossible to travel through. This should not be the fate 
of productive forests that can provide our communities with a sustainable local food source. 
 
We utilize wild meat for the majority of our protein food source. As a result we are actually living with molecules 
of the Tongass in our bodies and we are strongly connected to the land. It would be a grave mistake to destroy 
the land that is capable of feeding our communities. Currently many of our salmon stocks are in decline and 
struggling. We need to be doing all we can to support the ecosystems that these fish rely upon. 
 
 
 
Tourism 
 
The building of roads and other development would not help the strong tourism economy that currently brings 
income to many Southeast communities. People don't come to Alaska to see another BC or Washington 
clearcut. People come to Alaska to see wild places and experience them. The Forest Service should support 
industries that work together for a sustainable economy. Look the historic economics of Tongass timber and it 
is obvious this is not a sustainable industry in the "build roads and clearcut" model. While most people visit 
Southeast Alaska via cruise ship, a much smaller number of people visit Alaska for big game hunts which rely 
exclusively on intact ecosystems that can support moose, deer, goats and bear. Roadbuilding would not 
support this economy. 
 
 
 
Small Scale High Value Timber 
 
The Forest Service should encourage very small scale, high value timber sales as opposed to larger scale, 
clearcut oriented sales. Alaskans are tired of seeing our forests gutted and sent on the cheap over to Asia 
where they take advantage of adding value to the wood. To encourage small scale high value timber 
businesses in Southeast Alaska we do not need to build new roads and it would not be economical to do so. 
 
 
 
Climate Change 
 
Most USFS officials agree that climate change is affecting the world we live in. Alaska in fact is on the bleeding 
edge of a changing climate. With the Tongass we have the ability to keep it intact as it acts to sequester carbon 
out of the atmosphere. Alaska and the USFS could lead by example and keep our forest intact and doing our 
part to help counter climate change. In fact it would be negligent at this point to ignore this and not protect an 
ecosystem that is significant in the fight against climate change. 
 
 



 
In many ways this feels like a move back to 50 years ago. One cannot help but wonder if this is really just a 
political move versus really trying to support Southeast Alaska communities. I just do not see Exempting the 
Tongass from the Roadless Rule helping Southeast but on the contrary hurting the economies that exist. Lets 
see the USFS support projects that actually will help support Southeast Communties. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Thalen 
Last name: Janes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
i love to fish and hunt and destroying the tongass forest will kill all of that. plus the trees are trapping carbon 
which is helping prevent global warming and cutting down the trees is going to ruin that too. don't cut down the 
trees so the wildlife can live 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Janet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Janet Burkhart and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have lived in SE AK on and off for 14 years and my 
husband was born and raised in Sitka. Our family depends on hunting and fishing to eat. I also believe that old 
growth forests are vital to our ecology. Furthermore, I do not believe that the Forest Service has necessarily 
proved to be good stewards of the land nor have they used logging in an efficient and ecologically sound 
manner. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the 
Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's 
ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future 
generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence 
hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact 
recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation development,such as 
Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active watershed restoration of 
salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas 
retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I believe it puts 
politics against the interests of the people. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Philippe 
Last name: Janicka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
4092 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Hello 
I enjoy fishing the Alaska waters with my children and cherish the values I can share with them regarding 
pressing and appreciating what Mother Nature has provided us. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Philippe Janicka 
Anchorage, AK 99502 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Philippe 
Last name: Janicka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4092 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Hello 
 
I enjoy fishing the Alaska waters with my children and cherish the values I can share with them regarding 
pressing and appreciating what Mother Nature has provided us. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Philippe Janicka 
 
Anchorage, AK 99502 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Jankovic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I am opposed to the cutting down of any more forests in this country. We've mowed over so much already and 
have left a huge scare on our ecosystem affecting so many plants and animals. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tara Jankovic 
 
Cocoa, FL 32926 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayla 
Last name: Jankowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Questions on DEIS 
 
To Whom it May Concern: 
 
I am a student at the University of Colorado School of Law. I am writing a comment on the Tongass DEIS as a 
part of my coursework and I have a couple questions I was hoping you could help me with. 
 
1) I have been looking for scoping comments on the project documents website, but the documents that have 
been uploaded are mostly just notices sent out from the Forest Service to other parties and I was hoping to see 
the substantive comments those parties sent back. Do you know where I could find those? 
 
2) I would also like to read the communications between the Forest Service and the Alaska Native communities 
or tribes in the affected area, particularly the communities or tribes that are the most involved in the NEPA 
process. I am especially interested in reading communications regarding consultation with the communities or 
tribes regarding the existence of cultural sites in the area. 
 
3) I was hoping to see the letter from the State Historic Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest 
Service's determination that changes in management for the designated roadless areas on the Tongass would 
not result in an undertaking. 
 
If you could help me get ahold of any or all of these documents I would greatly appreciate it. I believe they 
should all be publicly available under FOIA but am hoping to save time since the comment period will end 
relatively soon. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kayla Jankowski | JD Candidate 
 
University of Colorado Law School 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayla 
Last name: Jankowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see the attached document 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule  
 P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, Alaska, 99802 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
This comment urges the United States Forest Service (USFS) to reconsider their choice of preferred alternative 
related to their reevaluation of the 2001 Roadless Rule as it applies to the Tongass National Forest. The 
authors of this comment are two graduate students at the 
 
University of Colorado at Boulder, who are both personally invested in the outcome of this decision and the 
effects it will have on the Tongass. 
 
Nathan Stottler is a first-year student in the Masters of the Environment program, specializing in Environmental 
Policy. In his career, he plans to work at the intersection of renewable energy transitions and rural economies. 
Nathan was born in rural Minnesota and grew up on the sweeping prairies of the Great Plains. Raised in a 
family centered around hunting, fishing, camping, and general outdoorsmanship, he came to appreciate the 
value of public lands and natural areas, especially in a landscape dominated by industrial agriculture. 
Beginning during his undergraduate education and continuing to the present day, he has had the opportunity to 
explore a number of our nation's wild places. His first encounter with wilderness areas was during an internship 
with the Bureau of Land Management in Fairbanks, AK in the summer of 2013. He spent the summer as a 
backcountry gold mining camp inspector in the Fortymile 
 
1 
 
 
 
National Wild and Scenic River system, and through this experience he came to appreciate the value of 
untouched wilderness, and the lasting effects of natural resource extraction in wilderness areas. Nathan plans 
to return to Alaska to continue his exploring, including a trip to Southeast Alaska to experience the region's rich 
wildlife and untouched landscapes. 
 
Kayla Jankowski is a third-year law student at the University of Colorado School of Law. She plans to use her 
legal career to work on issues related to American Indian law and natural resources. Kayla was born and raised 
in Conifer, Colorado, and has grown up appreciating the tranquility and beauty of undisturbed natural 
landscapes. She made it a practice to walk through the woods on her own from an early age. Many of the most 
formative and meaningful experiences of her life have taken place while spending time in the backcountry. She 
has formed deep emotional connections to the landscapes she has been lucky enough to explore. In her free 
time Kayla enjoys hiking, running, camping, rock climbing, mountain biking, backcountry skiing, and rafting. 



Kayla was enchanted by the amount of untouched wilderness in Alaska that is unrivaled by any other state in 
this country from an early age. After graduating from college, Kayla moved to Haines to work as a raft guide. 
She guided tours on the Chilkat and Klehini Rivers, both of which pass through the Tongass, and spent much 
of her free time exploring the splendor that the Tongass has to offer. She plans to return to Southeast Alaska in 
the near future, as it is the most awe-inspiring natural area she has ever experienced. 
 
This comment aims to elucidate the reasons why, after considering all the relevant factors, the No Action 
Alternative that would leave the 2001 Roadless Rule intact as it applies to the Tongass is the best decision that 
the USFS can make. The comment will also explain why, out of the action alternatives, Alternative 3 would be 
the least detrimental to the Tongass and the people who rely on it. The USFS did a commendable job in 
analyzing a reasonable range of 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
alternatives in the DEIS, but many of the action alternatives, if chosen, would constitute bad policy decisions 
and may qualify as an arbitrary and capricious agency action because the USFS has failed to consider 
important aspects of the problem and offered explanations for its decision that run counter to the evidence 
before the agency. The USFS should not bend to the pressure exerted upon it by the State of Alaska and 
should attempt to put forth a more impartial analysis of the alternatives in the final EIS that reflects the broader 
national public interest. 
 
In particular, this comment will request that the USFS take the following actions in the Final EIS: 
 
1. Choose Alternative 1 rather than Alternative 6 
2. Acknowledge that many of the conclusions the USFS makes in the DEIS rely on information found in the 
2016 Tongass Forest Plan, such as PTSQ levels and the policy to transfer from old-growth to new-growth 
timber harvest, and as such are unsound and subject to change 
3. Commit to either: 1) Not amending the Forest Plan after choosing an alternative in the DEIS or 2) Writing a 
new EIS if the Forest Plan is amended or 3) Adopting the Forest Plan PTSQ levels as maximum harvest levels 
and the transition from old-growth to new-growth harvesting in a supplemental EIS 
4. Conduct a full cost benefit analysis to form a fuller economic picture of the impacts of the alternatives, 
affording the USFS a better basis for their choice of alternative, as required under 40 CFR 1502.14 
5. Prepare a Biological Evaluation and obtain a Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and 
the National Marine Fisheries Service 
 
 
 
1. Acknowledge that there is an undertaking being considered under the NHPA, and commit to completing a 
broad cultural resources survey in consultation with interested Alaska Native Tribes 
2. Commit to monitoring and mitigation through adaptive management tools 
3. Prepare a Supplemental DEIS in order to provide an opportunity for public comment on the changes 
proposed above 
 
THE STATED PURPOSE AND NEED IN THE DEIS DO NOT SUPPORT THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE 
 
Per 40 CFR 1502.10, the USFS must include a statement in the DEIS which outlines their purpose of and need 
for undertaking this rulemaking. In general, a purpose and need statement that is clear in its intent, local in its 
scope, and contextual in its substance will provide the best basis for completing the other sections of the DEIS. 
In the Purpose and Need for Action section of this DEIS1, the USFS presents an argument for a new approach 
to roadless area management that "can be adjusted for the Tongass in a manner that meaningfully addresses 
local economic and development concerns and roadless area conservation needs."2 In making this argument, 
the USFS lays out three key issues3 which they see as necessary for this rulemaking: 1) conserve roadless 
area characteristics; 2) support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, rural 
subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic sectors; and 3) conserve terrestrial 
habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity. However, the evidence put forward in the DEIS regarding these 



three key issues does not support the proposed alternative, nor does it support any of the action alternatives. If 
addressing these three key issues 
 
1 DEIS Pg 1-1 
 
2 DEIS Pg 1-11 
 
3 DEIS Pg 1-5 
 
4 
 
 
 
is the primary focus of this DEIS, then the no action alternative is the best decision the USFS can make to 
advance the three key issues they have laid out. 
 
Common sense tells us that for the first key issue, conservation of roadless area characteristics, no action is 
the best action. The idea of repealing the Roadless Rule in order to conserve roadless area characteristics is 
farcical at best, and the evidence4 presented in the DEIS points clearly to the no action alternative as the best 
way to conserve roadless area characteristics. Information4 presented regarding the second key issue, support 
for local and regional socioeconomic wellbeing, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and 
economic opportunity across multiple sectors, also would be best served by the no action alternative. Finally, 
the evidence4 presented suggests that any of the action alternatives will lead to greater development and 
increased habitat disturbance, indicating the no action alternative as the best course to address the third key 
issue. The reasons for these conclusions will be discussed in further detail in the sections below. 
 
THE ARGUMENT IN THE DEIS THAT SUBSTANTIAL IMPACTS OF 
 
ALTERNATIVE 6 WILL BE AVOIDED DUE TO ADHERENCE TO PTSQS IN 2016 FOREST PLAN 
AMENDMENT IS FLAWED 
 
As put forth in the Purpose and Need for Action5 the main argument behind the USFS's selection of Alternative 
6 as the preferred alternative is that because the 2016 Forest Plan (Forest Plan) will not be changed by the 
rulemaking in question, and the Projected Timber Sale Quotas (PTSQs) within the Forest Plan along with the 
policy of transitioning from old-growth to new-growth harvest will still be in place, the impacts of Alternative 6 
will not be very severe. This argument is problematic on three fronts: 1) PTSQs are not a limitation on timber 
harvests, nor 
 
4 DEIS Chapter 2 
 
5 DEIS Pg 1-11 
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are they a target6 2) The Forest Plan can be amended at any time, meaning PTSQs could be raised 
dramatically if the Roadless Rule were repealed from the Tongass; and 3) The Forest Plan can be amended at 
any time to reverse the policy of transition from old-growth to new-growth harvest. 
 
PTSQs are merely estimates of the amount of timber projected to be harvested, not hard limits7, and are 
dependent upon many factors including regulatory constraints and local and global economics. Should the 
roadless designation be removed in the Tongass, the PTSQs could immediately be raised, making more old-
growth timber available for harvest. For this reason, PTSQs are a flawed metric for the given analysis because 
they are not binding commitments and cannot guarantee any level of protection for the lands in the Tongass 
that hold roadless and wilderness values. 
 
Additionally, the argument that the Forest Plan, on its own, would continue the same protections as the 
Roadless Rule is faulty. Should the Roadless Rule be lifted, the USFS would be under immediate pressure 



from industry groups and the State of Alaska to amend the Forest Plan and raise the PTSQs and reverse the 
policy to transition from old-growth to new-growth harvests. If that were to happen, the logic that was used to 
argue that the negative impacts of Alternative 6 would not be severe would be nullified. 
 
The USFS points to their need for flexibility in creating timber sales to justify their preference for Alternative 6 in 
this rulemaking 8. However, this same need for flexibility suggests that USFS will have a large incentive to 
amend the Forest Plan in the near future in order to make use of newly available old-growth timber and larger 
PTSQs in order to make its timber 
 
6 FSH 1909.12, Chap. 60 
 
7 DEIS glossary, Pg 7-18 
 
8 DEIS Pg. 1-11 
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sales economical. Doing so would undercut the basis of the USFS justification for selecting Alternative 6, which 
relies upon the fact that the PTSQs will remain the same when predicting impacts of the proposed alternative.9 
If the USFS intends to change those harvest numbers and the goal of protecting old-growth forest, then it will 
undermine the justification used in the DEIS that the selection of Alternative 6 will not have severe 
environmental consequences. 
 
The justification of Alternative 6 creates a false standard of comparison amongst the alternatives, as the 
impacts of Alternative 6 and all the other action alternatives are likely to be grossly understated if the PTSQ 
levels and old-growth protection are altered in the future. Given the results predicted in the DEIS, the USFS 
should choose Alternative 1 as its preferred option. The analysis of impacts to other industries shown below will 
show why Alternative 1 makes the most sense from a variety of perspectives. 
 
With the current approach, the USFS is currently failing to utilize a logical approach to decision making. The 
USFS is also failing to act in a manner consistent with the purpose of creating an EIS, to allow for an informed 
analysis of the reasonably foreseeable potential impacts of an agency action before a decision is made. The 
current approach appears to be a 
 
disingenuous way to justify the revocation of the Roadless Rule based on the idea that the environmental 
impacts for doing so will not be severe because the Forest Service plans to stick to the 2016 Forest Plan 
PTSQs and policy to protect old-growth timber. However, the preferred alternative sets the USFS up to have an 
incentive to change the PTSQs and the policy of avoiding the cutting of old-growth in order to make future 
timber sales economical. Under 40 CFR 1502.22 the DEIS contains incomplete information, therefore at the 
very least the USFS needs to make it clear that important information on reasonably foreseeable impacts is 
missing 
 
9 DEIS Pg. 1-8 
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from their analysis due to the likely changes that will be made to the 2016 Forest Plan. The USFS would also 
be wise to recognize that the foreseeable impacts that would come from the selection of Alternative 6 and a 
subsequent amendment to the Forest Plan are "essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives" and that 
the cost of analyzing such impacts would not be exorbitant. 
 
Should the USFS choose not to change the preferred alternative to Alternative 1, they should commit to either: 
1) Not amending the Forest Plan after they choose an alternative in the FEIS or 2) Writing a new EIS if the 
Forest Plan is amended or 3) Adopt the Forest Plan PTSQ levels as maximum harvest levels along with the 
policy to transition from old-growth to new-growth harvest in a supplemental EIS. Committing to one of these 



three options would show good faith on the part of the USFS to adhere to its stated long-term goals of 
environmental stewardship in the Tongass,10 and would ensure that the chosen action alternative would not 
compromise the USFS' stated purposes of conserving roadless area characteristics and terrestrial habitat, 
aquatic habitat, and biological diversity. 11 It would also show that the agency is committed to accurately 
analyzing the impacts of its proposed actions. 
 
AN ECONOMIC ANALYSIS SUPPORTS ALTERNATIVE 1, RATHER THAN 
 
ALTERNATIVE 6 
 
CHOICE OF ALTERNATIVE 6 WILL SUBSIDIZE BELOW-COST TIMBER SALES 
 
In the Purpose and Need for Action, the USFS 12 presents an argument proposing to open up more old-growth 
timber for availability to be harvested under Alternative 6 that centers on the economic viability of timber sales 
in the Tongass. The USFS proposes that in order to make sales 
 
10 Tongass National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan Amendment of 2016, Pg. 1-1 
 
11 DEIS Pg. 1-5 
 
12 DEIS, Pg 1-11 
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of new-growth timber profitable, they will need to be combined with sections of old-growth timber. Alternative 6 
greatly expands the amount of old-growth timber available for these sales, and would allow what could be 
likened to gerrymandering for timber sales, taking formerly non-economical new-growth timber sales and 
attaching them to more-profitable sales of old-growth timber, resulting in a net sale that would generate profit. 
However, the USFS fails to justify this action through the lens of the Forest Plan, which mandates a transition 
to new-growth harvest over the next 10-15 years.13 The Forest Plan's mandated shift away from old-growth 
harvest will be undermined by the need to supplement new-growth cuts with old-growth cuts to make them 
economical. 
 
Additionally, the use of this reasoning to justify Alternative 6 suggests that without the full repeal of the 
Roadless Rule, the forest products industry in Southeast Alaska is not viable. This is supported by data put 
forth by the group Taxpayers for Common Sense,14 which indicates that the USFS has lost the taxpayers over 
$600 million in the past 20 years in uneconomical timber sales. This trend is expected to continue and would be 
exacerbated by the proposed alternative. This would further indicate that the damages to other industries 
(which are currently economically self-sustaining) wrought by the selection of Alternative 6 are somehow 
outweighed by the gains to the forest products industry. Yet, no economic proof has been provided in the DEIS 
to support this claim. 
 
According to statistics released by the Southeast Conference, 15 total regional earnings in the seafood industry 
(over $209 million) and the tourism industry (over $202 million) far outstrip 
 
13 DEIS, pg ES-2 
 
14 Taxpayers for Common Sense, 2019 https://kcaw-org.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-
content/uploads/2019/10/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf 
 
15 Southeast Conference, 2017 
 
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers 
%202017%20FINAL.pdf 
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the total regional earnings of the timber industry (over $16 million). In terms of employment, the seafood 
industry (3854 jobs) and the tourism industry (7752 jobs) also far outpace the timber industry (313 jobs). The 
Southeast Conference also projects no new growth or contributions by the timber sector, whereas they 
estimate the seafood and tourism industries to remain pivotal in the economic success of the region for the 
foreseeable future. USFS should not prioritize the needs of a single, small industry over the needs of two 
industries that form the backbone of the region. 
 
Furthermore, according to the USFS' own research, 16 the vast majority of timber products originating in the 
Tongass are exported to other countries, for their use and benefit. The degradation of American public lands for 
the benefit of foreign nations should not be taken lightly, and needs to be factored into a cost-benefit analysis 
and the greater decision making process for this proposed action. 
 
A further gap in the economic analysis provided in the DEIS is a lack of accounting for the building of logging 
road infrastructure in areas currently protected by the roadless rule. The USFS should prepare a supplemental 
DEIS that includes the following: 
 
1. What is the estimated scope and extent of infrastructure expected to be built and maintained in the 
Tongass? 
2. Who will bear the cost of building and maintaining this infrastructure? How does this cost fit into an overall 
cost-benefit analysis? 
3. What is the expected cost of reclaiming this infrastructure after timber harvests have been completed? 
 
16 Tongass National Forest Timber Demand: Projections for 2015-2030, 2016 
https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf 
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1. Who will bear the costs of this reclamation? How does this affect the economic viability of timber sales? 
 
Analysis by America's Salmon Forest17 indicates that current maintenance costs on existing logging roads in 
the Tongass amount to $68 million/year. This cost is currently borne not by the logging companies that use the 
roads, but by the taxpayers. Furthermore, the existing backlog of watershed reclamation due to past logging 
and road building are estimated at $100 million. This DEIS should provide estimates on how these burdens will 
be increased by the proposed rulemaking and whether it is possible for timber sales to be economically viable, 
taking these costs into account while still abiding by the forest plan PTSQs and the switch from old-growth to 
new-growth timber. 
 
The best approach the USFS can take to making an informed decision regarding timber sales and the roadless 
rule is to perform a full cost-benefit analysis. Suggested details for this analysis are laid out in a separate 
section below. 
 
THE DEIS FAILS TO PROVIDE DATA WHICH JUSTIFIES THE FORESEEABLE 
 
NEGATIVE IMPACTS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE WILL HAVE ON THE RECREATION AND 
TOURISM INDUSTRIES 
 
Impacts to the recreation and tourism industry would be greatest under the preferred alternative, and could be 
even greater given the failure of the DEIS to acknowledge that the Forest Plan is likely to be amended in the 
near future.18 Alternatives 1-3 would provide very little impact to the recreation and tourism industries, as the 
land opened up for timber harvest (if any) is primarily located adjacent to already-developed areas, minimizing 
its impact on areas with wilderness or roadless qualities. They also provide the least impact to backcountry 
outfitters and 
 



17 America's Salmon Forest, 2019 
 
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/uploads/3/9/0/1/39018435/what_is_the_roadless_rule.pdf 
 
18 DEIS, Pg. 2-21 
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guides, whereas Alternatives 4-6 would place pressures on remote areas that are already near capacity in 
terms of guiding trips per year, possibly causing some outfitters to abandon those areas in favor of other 
remote areas that are also already near capacity. 
 
Adequate justification for selecting an alternative with the greatest impacts to the tourism and recreation sector 
has not been given by the DEIS. According to America's Salmon Forest,19 
 
"Tourism, especially via cruise ships, is a tremendous growth sector for the region. Some 1.3 million cruise ship 
passengers are expected to visit this season, more than double the number of cruise ship visitors in 2000. A 
study conducted by the Alaska Wilderness League in 2014 found tourism generated over $1 billion in economic 
contribution and over 10,000 jobs in the region annually." 
 
No in-depth economic analysis has been provided to prove that the positive impacts to the forest products 
industry will overcome potential losses to the recreation and tourism industry under the preferred alternative. 
The USFS should complete a full cost-benefit analysis to further inform their choice of alternative. Without 
further justification, the facts presented by this DEIS point to Alternative 1 as the choice with the greatest 
benefit for the greatest number of parties. Should the USFS refuse to choose Alternative 1, Alternative 3 would 
be the best choice among the action alternatives. This is due to the reduced impact to lands that contribute to 
the recreation and tourism economy seen under Alternative 3, as stated in the DEIS20. 
 
Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm,21 
in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review mandated by the Administrative Procedure 
Act22 a reviewing court will overturn an agency action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) "the agency has relied 
on factors which Congress has not intended it to consider" (2) "entirely failed to consider an important aspect of 
the problem" (3) 
 
19 America's Salmon Forest http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html 
 
20 DEIS, Pg. 2-21 
 
21 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 
 
22 5 USC [sect]551 et seq. (1946) 
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"offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency" or (4) "is so 
implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise."23 Under 
this standard, the agency is also required to "examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory 
explanation for its action including a rational connection between the facts found and the choice made."24 
 
Here, the USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS has offered an 
explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the evidence before the agency 
regarding the economic impacts that Alternative 6 will have on the tourism and recreation industries in 
Southeast Alaska. The DEIS recognized that Alternatives 4-6 will have the greatest impacts to recreation and 



tourism in Southeast Alaska compared to the other alternatives. This conclusion is likely understated based on 
the assumption that old-growth timber harvest will not be increased in compliance with the 2016 Forest Plan. 
People move to and travel to Southeast Alaska to see wildlife and the vast, pristine, wilderness habitats that the 
area is known for. Increased logging and road building activities in the Tongass will limit the availability of the 
opportunities that tourists and recreationalists are looking for and may lead them to choose to take their 
business elsewhere. 
 
Additionally, the Forest Service has completely failed to explain why it has decided to risk harm to the tourism 
and recreation industries in order to aid the forest products industry, especially when recreation and tourism are 
much larger contributors to the area's economy, and when the recreation and tourism are projected to grow in 
the future while the forest products industry is not. The DEIS itself recognizes that the timber industry makes up 
but a fraction of the 
 
23 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
 
24 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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local economy compared to the recreation and tourism industries.25 One of the major concerns of this 
rulemaking, as stated in the DEIS, is to support local and regional socioeconomic well-being in Southeast 
Alaska. Yet the evidence before the Forest Service indicates that the preferred alternative risks causing more 
harm than benefit to the economy of the area by prioritizing the timber industry over larger industries like 
recreation and tourism. If the Forest Service does not revise its analysis on this subject, by either producing 
data that actually supports its proposed alternative or by changing the goals set forth in the chapter on purpose 
and need so they are consistent with the reasonably foreseeable impacts of the proposed agency action, a 
reviewing court is likely to find that the agency action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA. 
 
THE USFS CLAIM THAT THERE WILL BE NO NEGATIVE IMPACTS TO SALMON FISHERY AND RELATED 
INDUSTRIES IS NOT SUPPORTED IN THE DEIS 
 
According to the Alaska Longline Fishermen's Association,26 "Commercial fishing is the backbone of 
Southeast Alaska's economy, employing one in ten people in the region. High-quality fish habitat supports the 
livelihoods of the fishing families, independent owners/operators, tenders, deckhands." Yet, no scientific 
evidence has been provided to substantiate the USFS claim that there will be minimal impact to anadromous 
fisheries in the Tongass under the preferred alternative. Especially regarding the concern that the PTSQs and 
old-growth protection will be modified after an alternative is selected, scientific justification must be provided 
that demonstrates that no significant impacts will occur under the proposed alternative before the USFS moves 
forward with this rulemaking. The economic consequences 
 
25 DEIS Pg. 3-27 
 
26 Alaska Longline Fishermen's Association 
 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fsNGRHcMGThyowQdaL-S28ZDmQIZAu7o/view 
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felt by the people of Southeast Alaska and the greater United States in the event of significant impacts to the 
salmon populations could be vast. According to research by Trout Unlimited,27 
 
"salmon and trout fishing contribute some $1 billion to the regional economy annually and account for more 
than 7,300 jobs directly or indirectly. Over 80 percent of Southeast Alaska rural residents rely on subsistence 
hunting, fishing or gathering for dietary and cultural purposes and nearly 90% of rural households in the region 



use salmon, roughly 66,000 salmon, most of which are sockeye, are harvested for personal use annually and 
an average of 1 million salmon, mostly coho, are caught by sport anglers each season." 
 
Further research,28 published in the North American Journal of Fisheries Management, asserts that the "forest 
fish" produced in the rivers and lakes of the Tongass and Chugach National Forests account for some 25% of 
all salmon caught in Alaska, totaling 16% of the total commercial value of Alaska's salmon fishery. These forest 
fish also comprise 80% of the salmon caught in Southeast Alaska each year,21 leading local fishers to the 
conclusion that priority watersheds and spawning grounds are more valuable to the local economy if they are 
left intact. Intact salmon habitat will continue to reliably produce profitable annual harvests for the foreseeable 
future; opening these areas to logging would sacrifice these sustainable fishery industry profits for short-term 
gains in the timber industry. 
 
These potential future effects would add on to and exacerbate significant salmon habitat damage already 
caused by the timber industry in the Tongass. According to studies commissioned by Trout Unlimited and 
America's Salmon Forest, 33% of all existing logging road stream crossings in the Tongass do not meet State 
of Alaska29 standards for fish passage. This amounts to a total of 1216 impassable road crossings, cutting off 
661 miles of fish habitat from native and anadromous fish in the Tongass. The cost to update just these existing 
crossings to suitable standards for fish passage would total up to $37 million (based on actual costs of 604 
 
27 Trout Unlimited http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html 
 
28 Johnson, et. al., 2019 https://afspubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/nafm.10364 
 
29 Tongass National Forest Monitoring and Evaluation Report, 2016-2017, pg. 3 
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Tongass crossing updates from 1997-2017, in 2018 dollars). With this current backlog of work to restore 
degraded fish habitat already existing in the Tongass, consenting to further habitat degradation without 
conducting a full cost-benefit analysis (as detailed in a separate section below) is not in the best interest of the 
Tongass or the people who rely on it, especially in light of the key issues laid out by the purpose and need for 
this rulemaking30. 
 
Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm,31 
in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review mandated by the Administrative Procedure 
Act 5 USC [sect]551 et seq. (1946) a reviewing court will overturn an agency action as arbitrary and capricious 
if (1) "the agency has relied on factors which Congress has not intended it to consider" (2) "entirely failed to 
consider an important aspect of the problem" (3) "offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the 
evidence before the agency" or (4) "is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the 
product of agency expertise."32 Under this standard, the agency is also required to "examine the relevant data 
and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a rational connection between the facts found 
and the choice made."33 
 
Here, the USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS has offered an 
explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the evidence before the agency in 
regard to assessing the economic impacts that Alternative 6 will have on the fishing industry, both commercial, 
and recreational, in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS predicts that removing the application of the Roadless Rule to 
the entire Tongass National Forest, the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, is not expected to 
significantly impact 
 
30 DEIS, Pg. 1-5 
 
31 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 
 
32 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
 
33 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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the commercial fishing or fish processing industries. This conclusion is partially based on the assumption that 
old-growth timber harvest will not be increased in compliance with the 2016 Forest Plan. As explained above, 
the contention that removal of Roadless Rule protections to the Tongass will not harm the fisheries of 
Southeast Alaska is not supported by the science linking the health of watersheds and fisheries with the 
preservation of old-growth forest stands. 
 
Additionally, the Forest Service has completely failed to explain why it has decided to risk harm to the fishing 
industry in order to aid the forest products industry, especially when fishing is a much larger contributor to the 
area's economy than the timber industry. The DEIS itself recognizes that the timber industry makes up but a 
fraction of the local economy compared to the fishing industry.34 One of the major concerns of this rulemaking, 
as stated in the DEIS, is to support local and regional socioeconomic well-being in Southeast Alaska. Yet the 
evidence before the Forest Service indicates that the preferred alternative risks causing more harm than benefit 
to the economy of the area as a whole by prioritizing the timber industry over the larger fishing industry. If the 
Forest Service does not revise its analysis on this subject, a reviewing court is likely to find that the agency 
action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA. 
 
THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE IS UNNECESSARY TO FACILITATE RESPONSIBLE MINING 
DEVELOPMENT IN THE TONGASS, AND MAY ENCOURAGE HARMFUL, LOW-VALUE DEVELOPMENT 
 
The DEIS predicts that little to no new mining activity will take place in the Tongass if the Roadless Rule is 
repealed,35 meaning that even under the action alternatives (all of which would open up new land to mining 
access and road construction), no significant impacts from mining are expected to occur. The Forest Service 
attempts to justify this conclusion by pointing 
 
34 DEIS, Pg. 3-27 
 
35 DEIS, Pg. 2-22 
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to the fact that there has been little to no mining activity in the Tongass in the past. This reasoning is 
questionable because the Roadless Rule may have inhibited mining development in the Tongass in the past, 
so it is not reasonable to conclude that the same trend will continue if the Roadless Rule no longer applies to 
the Tongass. 
 
Additionally, the current Roadless Rule poses no undue constraints upon the mining and mineral development 
industry. To date, 100% of all mining projects in the Tongass have been granted roadless rule exemptions 
(along with local transportation, small hydro, etc.)36 Keeping the roadless rule in place and using the 
exemption process ensures that all mining projects that take place in roadless areas are thoroughly vetted. This 
vetting also prevents marginal mining operations from going forward that may do lasting damage to the 
Tongass, with little to no value gained in return. With no evidence in place to support the selection of alternative 
6, and for the reasons presented here, the USFS should change the preferred alternative from Alternative 6 to 
Alternative 1. 
 
NEGATIVE IMPACTS TO RURAL SUBSISTENCE ACTIVITIES ARE UNDERSTATED IN THE DEIS 
 
As with other aspects of the USFS's analysis supporting the selection of Alternative 6 as the preferred 
alternative, the information in the DEIS does not support the contention that repealing the Roadless Rule would 
not substantially harm rural subsistence activities 37. To the contrary, The Southeast Alaska Conservation 
Assessment38 suggests that increased timber 
 
36 America's Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/blog/tongass-roadless-rule-101 



 
37 DEIS Pg. 2-22 
 
38 Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment 
 
https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/al 
aska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf 
 
 
 
18 
 
 
 
harvests, particularly old-growth harvests, are the greatest current threat to subsistence uses in Southeast 
Alaska. Removal of key habitat for fish and game species leads to tougher survival conditions for these 
species, especially in terms of winter deer survival and road construction effects on salmon habitat. The 
success of subsistence hunting and fishing uses are directly dependent on the ability of hunters to reach high 
quality wildlife habitats that are not far from the villages they reside in, which indicates that large amounts of 
intact habitat throughout the Tongass is needed for successful subsistence uses to continue. According to the 
Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment, 
 
"Successful subsistence harvests are a function of both abundance and accessibility. Success depends on 
high-quality fish and wildlife habitat that is capable of supporting abundant populations, and that is within safe 
and reliable travel distance from each community or village. In many cases, access for subsistence hunting, 
fishing, or gathering in Southeast is by small boats with limited capability to travel long distances in rough 
water."39 
 
Subsistence hunting and fishing activities are extremely important to the wellbeing and survival of many of the 
residents of Southeast Alaska. Trout Unlimited states that: 
 
"Over 80 percent of Southeast Alaska rural residents rely on subsistence hunting, fishing or gathering for 
dietary and cultural purposes and nearly 90% of rural households in the region use salmon, roughly 66,000 
salmon, most of which are sockeye, are harvested for personal use annually"40 
 
It is crucial that the USFS consider all of the reasonably foreseeable impacts that the action alternatives could 
have on the wildlife populations which subsistence hunters and fishers depend on. Such reasonably 
foreseeable impacts must include what will happen to those populations if the 2016 Forest Plan is amended in 
order to allow for the flexibility the USFS needs in order to make timber sales in the Tongass economically 
viable. 
 
39 Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment 
 
https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/al 
aska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf 
 
40 Trout Unlimited http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html 
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If any action alternative is chosen by the USFS, the FEIS should provide scientific data supporting the claim 
that the wildlife populations relied on by subsistence users will not be significantly affected. Given the 
importance the USFS places on protecting subsistence uses shown by their inclusion of this in key issue #2 of 
the purpose and need statement,41 all possible efforts should be taken to quantify the potential costs that 
would be borne by subsistence uses as a result of the action alternatives, as mentioned in the section on cost-



benefit analysis below. In order to act accordingly with the goals of the rulemaking as set forth in the purpose 
and need statement and the evidence that increased logging and road building will harm wildlife populations, 
the USFS should change its preferred alternative to Alternative 1. 
 
Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm,42 
in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review mandated by the Administrative Procedure 
Act43 a reviewing court will overturn an agency action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) "the agency has relied 
on factors which Congress has not intended it to consider" (2) "entirely failed to consider an important aspect of 
the problem" (3) "offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency" or 
(4) "is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise."44 
Under this standard, the agency is also required to "examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory 
explanation for its action including a rational connection between the facts found and the choice made."45 
 
41 DEIS, Pg ES-3 
 
42 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 
 
43 5 USC [sect]551 et seq. (1946) 
 
44 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
 
45 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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Here, The USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS has offered an 
explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the evidence before the agency 
regarding the impacts that Alternative 6 will have on subsistence activities in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS 
claims that the preferred alternative will have "minimal effects on rural subsistence activities."46 This claim is 
partially based on the problematic assumption that timber harvest levels will remain the same, due to the 
PTSQs set in the 2016 Forest Plan. Subsistence activities are a vital part of the survival and way of life of rural 
Alaskans, and there is abundant data which demonstrates that the populations of the species they hunt and 
fish are directly damaged by logging and road building activities 
 
One of the major concerns of this rulemaking, as stated in the DEIS, is to support local and regional 
socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, and rural subsistence activities. Yet the evidence before the 
Forest Service indicates that the preferred alternative risks causing more harm than benefit to the people in the 
area by prioritizing the timber industry over other important uses, like subsistence, that will be negatively 
impacted by increased activity in the timber industry. If the Forest Service does not revise its analysis on this 
subject, a reviewing court is likely to find that the agency action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA. 
 
A COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS THAT LAYS OUT THE COSTS AND BENEFITS OF EACH ALTERNATIVE, 
INCLUDING COSTS AND BENEFITS THAT ARE 
 
DIFFICULT TO MONETIZE, IS NECESSARY TO ENSURE A REASONED DECISION As discussed in the 
sub-sections above, the USFS should conduct a full cost-benefit analysis. The DEIS fails to accurately weigh 
several of the economic impacts that could result from this rulemaking thereby providing weak justifications for 
the selection of Alternative 6 as 
 
46 DEIS Pg. 2-22 
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the preferred alternative, even though Alternative 6 is ultimately being proposed for its supposed economic 
benefits. Even if the USFS believes that it lacks all of the information to complete a cost-benefit analysis, it 



should still complete the cost-benefit analysis to the best of its ability. According to 40 CFR 1502.22 "When an 
agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse effects on the human environment in an 
environmental impact statement and there is incomplete or unavailable information, the agency shall always 
make clear that such information is lacking." Looking at the costs and benefits of the rulemaking form an 
economic perspective is an essential aspect that the Forest Service should analyze in looking at the reasonably 
foreseeable effects that could result from this rulemaking. There are undoubtedly many impacts to the 
environment that will be difficult to quantify in terms of cost, but the USFS is required to include all of the 
complete information in the EIS, in addition to an acknowledgement of what information is incomplete and to 
what extent the information is incomplete. 
 
The Forest Service should be sure to consider the value of aspects of the Tongass such as future value of 
roadless areas as they become more scarce, ecosystem services, existence values, environments for 
research, traditional cultural properties and sacred sites, defensive zones 
 
against invasive species, and habitats for threatened and endangered species. 
 
Though climate change effects were discussed in Chapter 3 of the DEIS, it is also necessary for the USFS to 
discuss climate change and its economic consequences in a cost-benefit analysis. According to Alaska Wild 
"The Tongass is a buffer against climate change, absorbing around eight percent of the nation's annual global 
warming pollution and storing an estimated 10-12 percent of all carbon in our national forests."47 If it is going to 
take into account all the reasonably foreseeable impacts of this rulemaking, The Forest Service must account 
for 
 
47 Alaska Wilderness League https://www.alaskawild.org/places-we-protect/tongass-national-forest/ 
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the social cost of carbon associated with the proposed action using figures from the government or other 
sources which use peer reviewed studies. 
 
Courts are now sympathetic to claims that agencies need to account for the greenhouse gasses that will result 
from proposed agency actions. It is very important that the Forest Service take this aspect of the proposed 
action into account because the potential differences in greenhouse gasses released over time as a result of 
the USFS choosing Alternative 1 versus Alternative 6 are immense. In CBD v. NHTSA, the Ninth Circuit Court 
of Appeals instructed the NHTSA to take the social cost of carbon into account when performing a cost benefit 
analysis related to a proposed agency action.48 The Court also held that it was unacceptable for the agency to 
assign a value of zero to the social cost of carbon in its analysis.49 A current conservative estimate of the 
social cost of carbon is over 50 dollars per ton in today's dollars. 50 However, other studies have calculated 
that the median value per ton of CO2 is as high as 417 dollars per ton.51 The USFS can look to a variety of 
sources to help them determine an estimate of the social cost of carbon to include in the FEIS, including the 
Interagency Working Group on Carbon or a variety of environmental nongovernmental entities. 
 
In calculating the social cost of carbon related to the proposed agency action at hand, the Forest Service 
should look into both the direct and indirect impacts this action could have on the climate. Indirect impacts 
include lost carbon sequestration abilities due to the removal of old-growth forest, the reduced ability (by 
comparison) of new-growth forest to sequester carbon, and the cumulative impacts of deforestation in the 
Tongass and around the world. Direct impacts 
 
48 Center for Biological Diversity v. NHTSA, 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008) 
 
49 Center for Biological Diversity v. NHTSA, 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008) 
 
50 Environmental Defense Fund https://www.edf.org/true-cost-carbon-pollution 
 
51 Ricke, K., Drouet, L., Caldeira, K., & Tavoni, M. (2018). Country-level social cost of carbon. Nature Climate 
Change, 8(10), 895-900. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558- 018-0282-y 
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include emission of greenhouse gasses from road building, logging, and mining activities, as well as increased 
industrial processing activities that would accompany increased timber harvests. Though the direct emission of 
greenhouse gasses may be low in this case, the removal of carbon-sequestering vegetation in the Tongass has 
the potential to lead to massive consequences since the Tongass is the largest intact temperate rainforest 
remaining in the world. 
 
Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm52, 
in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review mandated by the Administrative Procedure 
Act53 a reviewing court will overturn an agency action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) "the agency has relied 
on factors which Congress has not intended it to consider" (2) "entirely failed to consider an important aspect of 
the problem" (3) "offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency" or 
(4) "is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise."54 
Under this standard, the agency is also required to "examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory 
explanation for its action including a rational connection between the facts found and the choice made."55 
 
By failing to include a cost benefit analysis in the DEIS, the USFS has failed to satisfy the second prong of the 
State Farm test. If the USFS does not complete a cost benefit analysis, and if that cost benefit analysis does 
not support the conclusion that the preferred alternative would support local and regional socioeconomic well-
being, as stated as a key issue in the purpose and need statement, then the USFS will have entirely failed to 
consider an important aspect of the problem before it. 
 
52 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 
 
53 5 USC [sect]551 et seq.(1946) 
 
54 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2876 (1983) 
 
55 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass'n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2876 (1983) 
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Instead of examining the potential economic impacts the preferred alternative will have on each industry in 
Southeast Alaska, and then determining if overall the potential costs outweigh the potential benefits, the USFS 
uses an approach where they address each industry separately and justify the preferred alternative as it relates 
to each action. If the USFS decides to amend their approach by conducting a cost-benefit analysis, they will be 
more likely to consider all the relevant aspects of the problem and weigh them appropriately instead of 
overvaluing the potential impacts to one aspect of the problem, such as the forest products industry. It is highly 
likely that an accurately conducted cost benefit analysis would demonstrate that the economic costs to the 
preferred alternative will vastly outweigh the potential economic benefits, which is the opposite of the 
conclusion the Forest Service came to in the DEIS. While agencies are not specifically required to complete a 
cost benefit analysis in every EIS, it is likely that performing a cost benefit analysis in this scenario is necessary 
to a reasoned decision and not prohibitively expensive to implement under 40 CFR 1502.22. 
 
THE FOLLOWING ITEMS SHOULD BE INCLUDED FOR CONSIDERATION IN A COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS 
(This List is Not Exhaustive) 
 
1. Climate Change Impacts 
 
* Emissions from increased logging & other direct effects 
* Lost carbon sequestration capacity & other indirect effects 
 



1. Impacts to the Commercial Fishing industry 
 
* Projected impacts on fish populations due to degraded water quality 
* Projected impacts on fish populations due to increased stream crossing barriers 
 
1. Impacts to the Recreation and Tourism Industry 
 
* Projected impacts on tourism and sightseeing revenue due to lost roadless and wilderness qualities that 
tourists come to see 
* Projected impacts on sport fishing due to habitat loss and degraded water quality 
* Projected impacts on hunting and outfitters due to habitat loss, degraded wilderness qualities, and over-
crowded hunting units 
 
1. Impacts to USFS budget 
 
* Costs of building new infrastructure 
* Costs of maintaining new and current infrastructure 
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* Costs of preparing timber sales 
 
1. Impacts to Subsistence Uses 
2. Impacts to Mining 
3. Impacts to Forest Products Industry 
 
A COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS WOULD DEMONSTRATE THAT THE FINANCIAL COSTS TO THE ACTION 
ALTERNATIVES OUTWEIGH THE FINANCIAL BENEFITS. 
 
According to the USFS' own projections, demand for timber in the Tongass over the next 15 years is expected 
to range from 46 to 76 million board feet per year.56 These projections stem from greater economic trends that 
have reduced the demand for Alaskan forest products over the last 20 years. The existing PTSQs in the 2016 
Tongass Forest Plan Amendment57 are already aligned with these projections, rendering pointless the stated 
need in this DEIS for more flexibility in timber sales. 
 
No in-depth economic justification has been provided by the Forest Service to prove that the positive impacts to 
the forest products industry overcome potential losses to the recreation and tourism industry, the fishing 
industry, Alaska Native cultural activities, or subsistence activities under the preferred alternative. Without the 
further justification that could be provided by a full cost-benefit analysis as requested above, the facts 
presented by this DEIS point to Alternative 1 as the choice with the greatest benefit for the greatest number of 
parties. 
 
The USFS has failed to explain to American taxpayers what appears to be an instance of the agency 
subsidizing a single, small, and shrinking industry (that has high potential to harm other industries) in a region 
dominated by these other growing industries. Without further justification, the USFS should recognize that 
Alternative 1 is the best option to address the three 
 
56 Tongass National Forest Timber Demand: Projections for 2015-2030, 2016 
https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf 
 
57 Tongass National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan Amendment of 2016, Pg. A-6 
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key issues they set forth in the DEIS. The facts that were presented in the DEIS suggest that the no action 
alternative would lead to the greatest benefit and least harm for all industries, as well as to Alaskans, and 
Americans as a whole. 
 
Should the USFS decline to update the DEIS with a full cost-benefit analysis or refuse to select Alternative 1, 
Alternative 3 should become the preferred alternative. As stated in the DEIS,58 the additional acres removed 
from roadless protection under Alternatives 4-6 are unlikely to be economical in terms of harvest due to their 
distance from existing infrastructure, and therefore should remain protected by the roadless rule. 
 
If the agency declines to follow the suggestion to complete a cost-benefit analysis, the USFS should include in 
its final EIS a statement that lays out its reasons for not completing a cost-benefit analysis on the proposed 
rulemaking. Per 40 CFR 1502.22 (b), this should include the following: "(1) A statement that such information is 
incomplete or unavailable; (2) a statement of the relevance of the incomplete or unavailable information to 
evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment; (3) a summary of 
existing credible scientific evidence which is relevant to evaluating the reasonably foreseeable significant 
adverse impacts on the human environment, and (4) the agency's evaluation of such impacts based upon 
theoretical approaches or research methods generally accepted in the scientific community." 
 
THE USFS IS LIKELY VIOLATING THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT. THE USFS MUST BEGIN BY 
REQUESTING INFORMATION FROM FISH AND WILDLIFE AND THE NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES 
SERVICE REGARDING WHETHER LISTED SPECIES ARE IN THE ACTION AREA. 
 
58 DEIS, Pg. 2-22 
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Under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 the USFS must ask the US Fish and Wildlife Service along with 
the National Marine Fisheries Service whether listed species exist in the action area, meaning the entire 
Tongass National Forest. If either FWS or NMFS indicates that listed species exist in the action area, the 
Forest Service is required to partake in a biological assessment/ evaluation in order to determine if a listed 
species in the action area will be adversely affected by the agency action. That biological assessment needs to 
be made available for public notice and comment. If that is the case, the USFS is required to engage in formal 
consultation with FWS and NMFS. Formal consultation will result in a biological opinion, meant to determine 
whether the proposed agency action will jeopardize the continued existence of the species or adversely modify 
its critical habitat. If this question is answered in the affirmative, an agency decision to go forward with the 
action will likely be overturned in court. According to the DEIS, it appears that the Forest Service has not 
complied with any of the steps outlined above in relation to the current proposed action, which is likely to result 
in this rulemaking being overturned in court unless the USFS changes course. The Forest Service should not 
attempt to rely on the biological assessment done in 2016 in relation to the 2016 Forest Plan for several 
reasons. A significant amount of time has passed since the last meaningful evaluation of the status of listed 
species in the area, the proposed action will allow significantly different levels of activity to take place in the 
action area than was estimated under the Forest Plan, resulting in impacts to the forest that were not 
considered in the 2016 biological opinion, and the 2016 Forest Plan will likely be amended in order to further 
the goals of the proposed action if the USFS ultimately chooses Alternative 6. 
 
THE USFS IS LIKELY VIOLATING THE NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT BY FAILING TO 
ACKNOWLEDGE THAT AN UNDERTAKING IS BEING CONSIDERED AND BY FAILING TO ADEQUATELY 
CONSULT WITH ALASKA NATIVE TRIBES. 
 
28 
 
 
 
The Draft EIS addresses the Forest Service's obligations under the NHPA in the following manner: 
 
"In carrying out the responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), the 
Forest Service consulted with the State of Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Division of Parks and 



Outdoor Recreation, Office of History and Archaeology, resulting in a letter (10/08/2018) from the State Historic 
Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest Service's determination that changes in management direction 
for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in undertaking, as defined in 36 CFR 800.16(y). 
Although road construction and/or timber harvest could potentially increase within some designated roadless 
areas, impacts under the NHPA would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and 
would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses."59 
 
Under the NHPA, "The head of any Federal agency having direct or indirect jurisdiction over a proposed 
Federal or federally assisted undertaking... prior to the approval of the expenditure of any Federal funds on the 
undertaking or prior to the issuance of any license, shall take into account the effect of the undertaking on any 
historic property."60 If an undertaking is found, the NHPA requires that "agencies must make a reasonable and 
good faith effort to identify historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking" 61 In this case, USFS 
has attempted to postpone its obligations under NHPA by determining that "changes in management direction 
for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in undertaking."62 Under the NHPA, an 
undertaking is defined as: 
 
"[A] project, activity, or program funded in whole or in part under the direct or indirect jurisdiction of a Federal 
agency, including-- 
 
1. those carried out by or on behalf of the Federal agency; 
2. those carried out with Federal financial assistance; 
3. those requiring a Federal permit, license, or approval; and 
4. those subject to State or local regulation administered pursuant to a delegation or approval by a Federal 
agency." 63 
 
59 DEIS, Pg. 1-10 
 
60 54 USCA [sect] 306108 
 
61 36 CFR 800.4(b) 
 
62 DEIS, Pg. 1-10 
 
63 36 CFR 800.16(y) 
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A decision by the USFS to remove the protections of the Roadless Rule is almost certainly "a project, activity, 
or program ... carried out by ... the Federal agency" and would thus constitute an undertaking under the NHPA. 
The position of the USFS seems to be that because the current rulemaking does not involve an undertaking 
because it would only determine what types of activities would be allowed in the Tongass and would not 
authorize any specific projects that would alter the property. 
 
This reasoning is problematic. In Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest Service, the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals held that transfer of federal land from the Forest Service to a private owner constituted an 
undertaking under the NHPA.64 The Court found the action to be an undertaking because the transfer would 
lead to alterations of the property that could render it ineligible for listing as a historic property.65 The situation 
at hand is similar to Muckleshoot because while the removal of the Roadless Rule itself would not alter the 
property just as a transfer of property in Muckleshoot did not immediately alter the property, the USFS decision 
in both cases would pave the way to allow alterations to the property that could render it ineligible for listing in 
the National Register of Historic Places. Additionally, the proposed removal of the Roadless Rule from the 
Tongass constitutes a project or program under the Act, even if a reviewing court did not think it constitutes an 
activity as defined by the Act. 
 
The Forest Service should also consider recognizing that the proposed rule is an undertaking even if it does not 
approve a specific land altering project at this point because such an approach would be more consistent with 
the regulations applicable to both the NHPA and NEPA. The regulations implementing the NHPA state that: 



 
64 Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest Service, 177 F.3d 800, 803 (9th Cir. 1999) 
 
65 Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest Service, 177 F.3d 800, 808 (9th Cir. 1999) 
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"Federal agencies are encouraged to coordinate compliance with section 106 and the procedures in this part 
with any steps taken to meet the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Agencies 
should consider their section 106 responsibilities as early as possible in the NEPA process, and plan their 
public participation, analysis, and review in such a way that they can meet the purposes and requirements of 
both statutes in a timely and efficient manner." 
 
66 
 
The D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals has also recognized the similarity between the requirements of the NHPA 
and NEPA. In McMillan Park Committee v. National Capital Planning Com'n, 968 F.2d 1283 (D.C.Cir. 1992), a 
case where the court found that there was no undertaking, Judge Randolph wrote in his concurrence that 
"Because of the operational similarity between the two statutes, courts generally treat "major federal actions" 
under NEPA as closely analogous to "federal undertakings" under the NHPA."67 There is no dispute that under 
NEPA, the current rulemaking contemplates a major federal action since the removal of the Roadless Rule to 
the Tongass would permit activities that would undoubtedly "significantly affect the quality of the human 
environment."68 The NEPA process is well underway and it would be prudent of the Forest Service to start the 
NHPA process now in order to follow the requirements set forth in 36 C.F.R. [sect] 800.8. The current strategy 
of claiming that no undertaking is being considered is only delaying the inevitable and will only serve to give the 
Forest Service less time to fulfill its obligations under Section 106. 
 
The Forest Service should also consider reassessing how they plan to use tiering in relation to this proposed 
action. According to 40 CFR [sect] 1508.28, "Tiering refers to the coverage of general matters in broader 
environmental impact statements... with subsequent narrower statements or environmental 
analyses...incorporating by reference the general discussions and concentrating solely on the issues specific to 
the statement subsequently prepared." The use of 
 
66 36 C.F.R. [sect] 800.8 
 
67 36 C.F.R. [sect] 800.8 
 
68 40 CFR [sect] 1508.18 
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tiering in analyzing the effects of a large-scale agency action like the one involved here certainly has many 
benefits. However, tiering, if used incorrectly, has the potential to lead to a failure to analyze the cumulative 
impacts a project could have on resources. The use of tiering also has the potential to lead to an irretrievable or 
irreversible commitment of resources, where an agency waits too long into a decision making process to 
objectively analyze certain impacts of the proposed action because the agency has already invested resources 
in the project or made commitments to third parties. In order to guide agencies away from making these 
mistakes, 40 CFR 1502.5 requires that "The EIS should be prepared early enough so that it can serve 
practically as an important contribution to the decision making process and will not be used to rationalize or 
justify decisions already made." Additionally, In Conner v. Burford, the 9th Circuit held that agencies may not 
make irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources until they comply with NEPA.69 
 
It is true that it is difficult for agencies to determine the particular effects a proposed agency action could have 
on various resources while the proposed action is still being considered at an abstract or broad level. It is also 
true that tiering can aid in reducing the need for agencies to repeat the same analysis multiple times. However, 



if an agency uses tiering inappropriately and decides to wait until the agency action is too far along before 
analyzing the effects the proposed action could have on a resource, the agency could miss important aspects 
of its analysis because the analysis is now being tailored to a level where the agency is only able to assess one 
small piece of the impacts the larger agency action will have on the resource, while forgetting to look at the big 
picture. The USFS's obligations under the NHPA in this case exemplify this dilemma. Here, the USFS is using 
their determination that there is no undertaking being 
 
69 Conner v. Burford, 836 F.2d 1521 (9th Cir. 1988) 
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considered at this time to forestall the requirement to assess the impacts the rulemaking could have on cultural 
resources within the Tongass. Instead, they think it is more appropriate to assess those impacts at a more 
specific project level, after this rulemaking has already come and gone. 
 
As an added benefit, if the USFS admits that there is an undertaking being considered now, they can begin to 
prepare to mitigate the adverse effects of the proposed action at an early stage, instead of at the last minute. 
The agency's ability to mitigate the adverse impacts a repeal of the Roadless Rule will have on cultural 
resources within the Tongass will undoubtedly be impaired if the agency waits until logging is about to take 
place before analyzing what impacts could occur and how to mitigate them. 
 
The UFSF determination that this rulemaking does not constitute an undertaking also likely violates the NHPA 
due to the impacts this rulemaking will have on Alaska Native Tribes. Certain provisions of the Act apply 
specifically to Indian Tribes and impose additional responsibilities on agencies when Tribes are involved. 
 
1. In General.[mdash]Property of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or Native 
Hawaiian organization may be determined to be eligible for inclusion on the National Register. 
2. Consultation.[mdash]In carrying out its responsibilities under [sect] 302303 of this title [i.e., NHPA [sect] 106], 
a federal agency shall consult with any Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization that attaches religious and 
cultural importance to property described in subsection (a)70 
 
The Tongass National Forest makes up the aboriginal lands of the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian people. These 
groups and their ancestors have inhabited these lands since time immemorial and as a result they have built 
deep and invaluable bonds to the land and wildlife in the area. Not only does the Tongass National Forest 
provide the setting in which these communities lead their lives, it provides their food, defines their cultures, and 
makes up an 
 
 
 
integral part of the fabric of their societies. There are undoubtedly properties that are of traditional religious and 
cultural importance to Alaska Native Tribes within the Tongass National Forest. The Forest Service should be 
sure to not only do the bare minimum to protect these sites under the NHPA, but to do their utmost to make 
sure the actions of the agency do not negatively impact the important cultural resources that exist within the 
Tongass. 
 
While the authors of this paper were unable to examine the contents of the communications between the USFS 
and the Tribes in Southeast Alaska in relation to this rulemaking due to the amount of time it would take to 
make a FOIA request, the brief treatment the USFS has given its duties under the NHPA in the Draft EIS 
demonstrates that the USFS is not working to meet its obligation to consult with the Tribes in the area to the 
fullest extent possible. Further supporting the idea that the USFS has an obligation to consult with the Tribes 
early on in the NEPA process, 40 CFR [sect]1502.25 requires that the agency "to the fullest extent possible" 
prepare the draft EIS "concurrently and integrated with" requirements imposed by the National Historic 
Preservation Act. By only designating a paragraph in the DEIS that essentially says "we will do it later" the 
USFS failed to prepare the DEIS to the fullest extent possible in concordance with the requirements of NHPA. 
 
The USFS may argue that they have satisfied their consultation requirement thus far in the process by sending 
out letters to Alaska Native Tribes requesting comment on the rulemaking in general or by sending out letters 



inquiring about the existence of properties in the Tongass with traditional religious and cultural importance to 
the Tribes, but such action likely falls short of the consultation requirement imposed by the NHPA. In Pueblo of 
Sandia, the Tenth Circuit held that even though the Forest Service requested information from the Sandia 
Pueblo about the existence of cultural sites within the area that would be affected by the proposed project "a 
mere 
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request... is not necessarily sufficient to constitute the "reasonable effort" section 106" requires.71 Additionally, 
as the Tenth Circuit pointed out in Pueblo of Sandia, "National Register Bulletin 38 warns that knowledge of 
traditional cultural values may not be shared readily with considered as such information is regarded as 
powerful, even dangerous in some societies."72 
 
In this situation, the USFS needs to do more than simply request information from Alaska Native Tribes in order 
to fulfill its consultation requirement under the NHPA. By waiting to acknowledge that an undertaking is being 
considered, the USFS will hinder its ability to adequately consult with interested Tribes by reducing the amount 
of time the agency and Tribes have to build the relationships and trust needed to work together to determine 
what types of cultural resources are in the area and how they could be affected by the proposed action. 
Importantly, at the time this comment was written, the USFS had not consulted with the Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officer at the Village of Kake. Clearly, the USFS needs to consult with the THPO as part of its 
consultation obligations under the NHPA. 
 
In order to work towards satisfying its obligations under the NHPA, the USFS should administer a high-level 
cultural resources survey in a supplemental EIS, give the public an opportunity to comment on it, and give 
Alaska Native Tribes an opportunity to consult with the agency on the survey and what the next steps will be. 
This is not to say that the USFS should do a cultural resources survey now and when particular timber sales or 
road building projects are approved in the future that the agency will have no further obligation under the 
NHPA, only that the agency would be wise to start preparing to meet its obligations under the NHPA sooner 
rather than later. This broad survey should aim to explore estimates regarding the number of cultural 
 
71 Pueblo of Sandia v. United States, 50 F.3d 856, 857 (10th Cir. 1995) 
 
72 Pueblo of Sandia v. United States, 50 F.3d 856, 861 (10th Cir. 1995) 
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sites in the Tongass, the types of sites that exist, and the relation of those sites to each other. Under this 
approach, the agency can use tiering in an appropriate manner and supplement these broader findings with 
more particularized and detailed inquiries into a specific area if specific timber harvesting and road building 
projects are proposed later on. This approach will give the Tribes an opportunity to participate throughout the 
entire NHPA process. This approach will also prevent the agency from failing to consider the cumulative 
impacts that removing the Roadless Rule could have on cultural resources within the Tongass, from failing to 
consider how various cultural sites may be connected or may be meaningful to the Tribes in relation to each 
other, or from making an irreversible or irretrievable commitment of resources before fully considering the 
impacts of such a decision. 
 
Finally, the USFS owes a duty to allow Alaska Native Tribes to meaningfully participate in the NHPA process 
from the beginning because the United States Government owes a trust responsibility to Indian Tribes.73 As 
stated in United States v. Mitchell, "[A] fiduciary relationship necessarily arises when the Government assumes 
... elaborate control over forests and property belonging to Indians."74 Fully adhering to the requirements of the 
National Historic Preservation Act requiring the USFS to consult with Alaska Natives and involve them in the 
decision making process that will govern the fate of their aboriginal lands is the minimum the USFS should be 
doing in order to honor the trust responsibility the United States Government 



 
73 E.g., Cherokee Nation v. State of Georgia, 5 Pet. 1, 8 L.Ed. 25; United States v. Kagama, 118 U.S. 375, 6 
S.Ct. 1109, 30 L.Ed. 228; Choctaw Nation v. United States, 119 U.S. 1, 7 S.Ct. 75, 30 L.Ed. 306; United States 
v. Pelican, 232 U.S. 442, 34 S.Ct. 396, 58 L.Ed. 676; United States v. Creek Nation, 295 U.S. 103, 55 S.Ct. 
681, 79 L.Ed. 1331; Tulee v. State of Washington, 316 U.S. 681, 62 S.Ct. 862, 86 L.Ed. 1115. 
 
74 United States v.. Mitchell ("Mitchell II"), 463 U.S. 206, 225, 103 S.Ct. 2961, 77 L.Ed.2d 580 (1983) 
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owes to Alaska Natives. Forest Service should take these obligations into account, not only because it is 
required under the law, but because it is the right thing to do. 
 
THE USFS SHOULD COMMIT TO MONITORING AND MITIGATION USING ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT 
TOOLS 
 
Given the large scope of this rulemaking, and the wide variety of potential impacts of any of the action 
alternatives, the USFS should commit in this EIS to perform ongoing monitoring and mitigation to minimize any 
impacts, both foreseen and unforeseen. As set forth by 40 CFR 1502.14 (f), in the section of the DEIS 
addressing the alternatives selection, the agency shall "Include appropriate mitigation measures not already 
included in the proposed action or alternatives." This DEIS does not lay out or commit to any mitigation 
measures, relegating these instead to project-level impact statements. Though it is not necessary that a DEIS 
of this scope to propose site-specific mitigation strategies, the USFS should develop an adaptive management 
plan that addresses large-scale decision making processes and how these can be utilized to address 
unforeseen conditions that may arise in the future. 
 
Beyond mitigation, monitoring in the Tongass to ensure the environmental conditions pan out as predicted in 
this DEIS should be undertaken. Per 40 CFR 1505.2 (c), the agency shall "State whether all practicable means 
to avoid or minimize environmental harm from the alternative selected have been adopted, and if not, why they 
were not. A monitoring and enforcement program shall be adopted and summarized where applicable for any 
mitigation." 
 
Adaptive management is the correct tool for the USFS to adopt in this DEIS. Developing a plan to monitor for 
any deviations from the predicted environmental outcomes of this decision making process, and then adjust 
USFS policies and procedures to address those deviations, would ensure the key issues laid out by this DEIS 
are being attended to in an ongoing manner. 
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An adaptive management plan laid out in a supplemental DEIS should develop policy and procedural actions 
that the USFS could take if any of the key issues are being negatively affected by this rulemaking. SMART 
goals should be developed around the key issues in order to ensure that the agency is able to keep the key 
issues in focus after this decision making process has concluded. SMART goals are developed around the 
principles of specificity, measurability, achievability, relevance, and timeliness. Following this framework will 
ensure that the mitigation and monitoring goals being set are clear, focused, and likely to be met based on the 
existing conditions and the capacities of the agency. The agency should note that any mitigation or monitoring 
actions committed to in the DEIS are binding, per 40 CFR 1502.3. 
 
The USFS should pay additional attention to adaptive management if it settles on any of the action alternatives 
as their preferred alternative. Without providing more information (as has been requested in this comment), 



committing to monitoring and mitigation is especially crucial, as not enough information has been provided in 
this DEIS to prove that impacts will be less than substantial. 
 
THE USFS IS PROHIBITED FROM ENGAGING IN AGENCY ACTION THAT IS OTHERWISE CONTRARY 
TO THE LAW 
 
The APA compels courts to hold unlawful and set aside agency action that is "otherwise not in accordance with 
law"75 As explained in previous sections of this comment, the USFS risks having their rulemaking on this 
matter overturned in court under the ESA, the NHPA, NEPA, and the APA. In order to rectify these issues, the 
USFS should contact the U.S Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service to make sure 
they have up to date information regarding the existence of listed species and critical habitat within the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
75 5 U.S. Code [sect] 706 
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UFSF would also be wise to reconsider their determination that an undertaking is not being considered in 
relation to this rulemaking, to attempt to do a better job consulting with Alaska Native Tribes and start work on a 
high-level cultural resources survey and a supplemental DEIS. 
 
The USFS has no requirement under NEPA to conduct a worse case analysis,76 but NEPA does require 
consideration of reasonably foreseeable consequences of the agency action77 as well as mitigation78 and 
those requirements have not been met in this case, as the USFS has failed to consider reasonably foreseeable 
consequences related to several aspects of this rulemaking, especially related to how the predicted 
consequences of the action alternatives will change if the 2016 Forest Plan is amended after this rulemaking 
has already occurred. Finally, The Forest Service will have an easier time demonstrating that there is a rational 
connection between the facts found and the choice made under the APA if the FEIS includes a balancing of all 
the relevant factors involved in this rulemaking, which can be implemented through a cost benefit analysis. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Though the USFS did a commendable job in selecting the goals it decided to focus on furthering in this 
rulemaking as laid out in the key issues in the DEIS, ultimately the USFS has done an unsatisfactory job 
demonstrating that the preferred alternative is compatible with the goals the USFS has laid out. The DEIS 
appears to be a rushed attempt to remove the protections of the Roadless Rule in order to pave the way for the 
rollback of the 2016 Forest Plan's transition to new-growth timber harvest at the bequest of the timber industry 
and the State of Alaska. The manner in which this rulemaking was conducted brings up concerns that the 
agency may be 
 
76 Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989) 
 
77 40 CFR [sect] 1502.22. 
 
78 40 CFR [sect] 1502.2; 40 CFR [sect] 1502.3. 
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under pressure from certain interest groups to take action that is not actually in the public interest. The lack of a 
cost-benefit analysis, the disregard of the agency's duties pertinent to the Endangered Species Act, the 
agency's failure to act in accordance with its obligations under the National Historic Preservation Act, and the 
omission of a mitigation and monitoring plan point to the overall incomplete nature of this DEIS. 
 
It is simply not a rational decision to risk damage to Southeast Alaska's more successful industries like 
recreation, tourism, fishing, and subsistence uses, along with non-economic values like the existence value of 



the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, in order to prolong the life of the area's struggling timber 
industry 
 
This comment has laid out a multitude of suggestions that the USFS should follow in order to more completely 
inform its decision making process. Implementing these suggestions will lead the USFS to a more complete 
understanding of the issues facing the Tongass and the people who depend on it and will inform a better final 
agency action. It will also prevent the USFS from having the hard work put into this rulemaking set aside in 
future litigation. 
 
Thank you for your time in considering the suggestions laid out in this comment and thank you for your 
dedication to guiding the future of the Tongass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
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Tongass Draft EIS Comment 

Nathan Stottler:   

Kayla Jankowski:   

  

USDA Forest Service 

Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, Alaska, 99802 

  

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

This comment urges the United States Forest Service (USFS) to reconsider their choice 

of preferred alternative related to their reevaluation of the 2001 Roadless Rule as it applies to the 

Tongass National Forest. The authors of this comment are two graduate students at the 

University of Colorado at Boulder, who are both personally invested in the outcome of this 

decision and the effects it will have on the Tongass.  

Nathan Stottler is a first-year student in the Masters of the Environment program, 

specializing in Environmental Policy. In his career, he plans to work at the intersection of 

renewable energy transitions and rural economies. Nathan was born in rural Minnesota and grew 

up on the sweeping prairies of the Great Plains. Raised in a family centered around hunting, 

fishing, camping, and general outdoorsmanship, he came to appreciate the value of public lands 

and natural areas, especially in a landscape dominated by industrial agriculture. Beginning 

during his undergraduate education and continuing to the present day, he has had the opportunity 

to explore a number of our nation’s wild places. His first encounter with wilderness areas was 

during an internship with the Bureau of Land Management in Fairbanks, AK in the summer of 

2013. He spent the summer as a backcountry gold mining camp inspector in the Fortymile 

mailto:Nathan.Stottler@colorado.edu
mailto:Kayla.Jankowski@colorado.edu
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National Wild and Scenic River system, and through this experience he came to appreciate the 

value of untouched wilderness, and the lasting effects of natural resource extraction in wilderness 

areas. Nathan plans to return to Alaska to continue his exploring, including a trip to Southeast 

Alaska to experience the region’s rich wildlife and untouched landscapes. 

Kayla Jankowski is a third-year law student at the University of Colorado School of Law. 

She plans to use her legal career to work on issues related to American Indian law and natural 

resources. Kayla was born and raised in Conifer, Colorado, and has grown up appreciating the 

tranquility and beauty of undisturbed natural landscapes. She made it a practice to walk through 

the woods on her own from an early age. Many of the most formative and meaningful 

experiences of her life have taken place while spending time in the backcountry. She has formed 

deep emotional connections to the landscapes she has been lucky enough to explore. In her free 

time Kayla enjoys hiking, running, camping, rock climbing, mountain biking, backcountry 

skiing, and rafting. Kayla was enchanted by the amount of untouched wilderness in Alaska that 

is unrivaled by any other state in this country from an early age. After graduating from college, 

Kayla moved to Haines to work as a raft guide. She guided tours on the Chilkat and Klehini 

Rivers, both of which pass through the Tongass, and spent much of her free time exploring the 

splendor that the Tongass has to offer. She plans to return to Southeast Alaska in the near future, 

as it is the most awe-inspiring natural area she has ever experienced.  

This comment aims to elucidate the reasons why, after considering all the relevant 

factors, the No Action Alternative that would leave the 2001 Roadless Rule intact as it applies to 

the Tongass is the best decision that the USFS can make. The comment will also explain why, 

out of the action alternatives, Alternative 3 would be the least detrimental to the Tongass and the 

people who rely on it. The USFS did a commendable job in analyzing a reasonable range of 
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alternatives in the DEIS, but many of the action alternatives, if chosen, would constitute bad 

policy decisions and may qualify as an arbitrary and capricious agency action because the USFS 

has failed to consider important aspects of the problem and offered explanations for its decision 

that run counter to the evidence before the agency. The USFS should not bend to the pressure 

exerted upon it by the State of Alaska and should attempt to put forth a more impartial analysis 

of the alternatives in the final EIS that reflects the broader national public interest.   

In particular, this comment will request that the USFS take the following actions in the 

Final EIS:  

● Choose Alternative 1 rather than Alternative 6  

● Acknowledge that many of the conclusions the USFS makes in the DEIS rely on 

information found in the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan, such as PTSQ levels and the policy 

to transfer from old-growth to new-growth timber harvest, and as such are unsound and 

subject to change 

● Commit to either: 1) Not amending the Forest Plan after choosing an alternative in the 

DEIS or 2) Writing a new EIS if the Forest Plan is amended or 3) Adopting the Forest 

Plan PTSQ levels as maximum harvest levels and the transition from old-growth to new-

growth harvesting in a supplemental EIS 

● Conduct a full cost benefit analysis to form a fuller economic picture of the impacts of 

the alternatives, affording the USFS a better basis for their choice of alternative, as 

required under 40 CFR 1502.14 

● Prepare a Biological Evaluation and obtain a Biological Opinion from the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service 
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● Acknowledge that there is an undertaking being considered under the NHPA, and commit 

to completing a broad cultural resources survey in consultation with interested Alaska 

Native Tribes 

● Commit to monitoring and mitigation through adaptive management tools 

● Prepare a Supplemental DEIS in order to provide an opportunity for public comment on 

the changes proposed above 

 

THE STATED PURPOSE AND NEED IN THE DEIS DO NOT SUPPORT THE 

PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE 

 

Per 40 CFR 1502.10, the USFS must include a statement in the DEIS which outlines their 

purpose of and need for undertaking this rulemaking. In general, a purpose and need statement 

that is clear in its intent, local in its scope, and contextual in its substance will provide the best 

basis for completing the other sections of the DEIS. In the Purpose and Need for Action section 

of this DEIS1, the USFS presents an argument for a new approach to roadless area management 

that “can be adjusted for the Tongass in a manner that meaningfully addresses local economic 

and development concerns and roadless area conservation needs.”2 In making this argument, the 

USFS lays out three key issues3 which they see as necessary for this rulemaking: 1) conserve 

roadless area characteristics; 2) support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska 

Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and economic opportunity across multiple economic 

sectors; and 3) conserve terrestrial habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity. However, the 

evidence put forward in the DEIS regarding these three key issues does not support the proposed 

alternative, nor does it support any of the action alternatives. If addressing these three key issues 

 

1 DEIS Pg 1-1 

2 DEIS Pg 1-11 

3 DEIS Pg 1-5 
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is the primary focus of this DEIS, then the no action alternative is the best decision the USFS can 

make to advance the three key issues they have laid out.  

Common sense tells us that for the first key issue, conservation of roadless area 

characteristics, no action is the best action. The idea of repealing the Roadless Rule in order to 

conserve roadless area characteristics is farcical at best, and the evidence4 presented in the DEIS 

points clearly to the no action alternative as the best way to conserve roadless area 

characteristics. Information4 presented regarding the second key issue, support for local and 

regional socioeconomic wellbeing, Alaska Native culture, rural subsistence activities, and 

economic opportunity across multiple sectors, also would be best served by the no action 

alternative. Finally, the evidence4 presented suggests that any of the action alternatives will lead 

to greater development and increased habitat disturbance, indicating the no action alternative as 

the best course to address the third key issue. The reasons for these conclusions will be discussed 

in further detail in the sections below. 

THE ARGUMENT IN THE DEIS THAT SUBSTANTIAL IMPACTS OF 

ALTERNATIVE 6 WILL BE AVOIDED DUE TO ADHERENCE TO PTSQS IN 2016 

FOREST PLAN AMENDMENT IS FLAWED 

 

As put forth in the Purpose and Need for Action5 the main argument behind the USFS’s 

selection of Alternative 6 as the preferred alternative is that because the 2016 Forest Plan (Forest 

Plan) will not be changed by the rulemaking in question, and the Projected Timber Sale Quotas 

(PTSQs) within the Forest Plan along with the policy of transitioning from old-growth to new-

growth harvest will still be in place, the impacts of Alternative 6 will not be very severe. This 

argument is problematic on three fronts: 1) PTSQs are not a limitation on timber harvests, nor 

 

4 DEIS Chapter 2 

5 DEIS Pg 1-11 



6 

are they a target6 2) The Forest Plan can be amended at any time, meaning PTSQs could be 

raised dramatically if the Roadless Rule were repealed from the Tongass; and 3) The Forest Plan 

can be amended at any time to reverse the policy of transition from old-growth to new-growth 

harvest. 

PTSQs are merely estimates of the amount of timber projected to be harvested, not hard 

limits7, and are dependent upon many factors including regulatory constraints and local and 

global economics. Should the roadless designation be removed in the Tongass, the PTSQs could 

immediately be raised, making more old-growth timber available for harvest. For this reason, 

PTSQs are a flawed metric for the given analysis because they are not binding commitments and 

cannot guarantee any level of protection for the lands in the Tongass that hold roadless and 

wilderness values. 

Additionally, the argument that the Forest Plan, on its own, would continue the same 

protections as the Roadless Rule is faulty. Should the Roadless Rule be lifted, the USFS would 

be under immediate pressure from industry groups and the State of Alaska to amend the Forest 

Plan and raise the PTSQs and reverse the policy to transition from old-growth to new-growth 

harvests. If that were to happen, the logic that was used to argue that the negative impacts of 

Alternative 6 would not be severe would be nullified.  

The USFS points to their need for flexibility in creating timber sales to justify their 

preference for Alternative 6 in this rulemaking8. However, this same need for flexibility suggests 

that USFS will have a large incentive to amend the Forest Plan in the near future in order to 

make use of newly available old-growth timber and larger PTSQs in order to make its timber 

 

6 FSH 1909.12, Chap. 60 

7 DEIS glossary, Pg 7-18 

8 DEIS Pg. 1-11 
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sales economical. Doing so would undercut the basis of the USFS justification for selecting 

Alternative 6, which relies upon the fact that the PTSQs will remain the same when predicting 

impacts of the proposed alternative.9 If the USFS intends to change those harvest numbers and 

the goal of protecting old-growth forest, then it will undermine the justification used in the DEIS 

that the selection of Alternative 6 will not have severe environmental consequences. 

The justification of Alternative 6 creates a false standard of comparison amongst the 

alternatives, as the impacts of Alternative 6 and all the other action alternatives are likely to be 

grossly understated if the PTSQ levels and old-growth protection are altered in the future. Given 

the results predicted in the DEIS, the USFS should choose Alternative 1 as its preferred option. 

The analysis of impacts to other industries shown below will show why Alternative 1 makes the 

most sense from a variety of perspectives.  

With the current approach, the USFS is currently failing to utilize a logical approach to 

decision making. The USFS is also failing to act in a manner consistent with the purpose of 

creating an EIS, to allow for an informed analysis of the reasonably foreseeable potential impacts 

of an agency action before a decision is made. The current approach appears to be a 

disingenuous way to justify the revocation of the Roadless Rule based on the idea that the 

environmental impacts for doing so will not be severe because the Forest Service plans to stick to 

the 2016 Forest Plan PTSQs and policy to protect old-growth timber. However, the preferred 

alternative sets the USFS up to have an incentive to change the PTSQs and the policy of 

avoiding the cutting of old-growth in order to make future timber sales economical. Under 40 

CFR 1502.22 the DEIS contains incomplete information, therefore at the very least the USFS 

needs to make it clear that important information on reasonably foreseeable impacts is missing 

 

9 DEIS Pg. 1-8 
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from their analysis due to the likely changes that will be made to the 2016 Forest Plan. The 

USFS would also be wise to recognize that the foreseeable impacts that would come from the 

selection of Alternative 6 and a subsequent amendment to the Forest Plan are “essential to a 

reasoned choice among alternatives” and that the cost of analyzing such impacts would not be 

exorbitant.  

Should the USFS choose not to change the preferred alternative to Alternative 1, they 

should commit to either: 1) Not amending the Forest Plan after they choose an alternative in the 

FEIS or 2) Writing a new EIS if the Forest Plan is amended or 3) Adopt the Forest Plan PTSQ 

levels as maximum harvest levels along with the policy to transition from old-growth to new-

growth harvest in a supplemental EIS. Committing to one of these three options would show 

good faith on the part of the USFS to adhere to its stated long-term goals of environmental 

stewardship in the Tongass,10 and would ensure that the chosen action alternative would not 

compromise the USFS’ stated purposes of conserving roadless area characteristics and terrestrial 

habitat, aquatic habitat, and biological diversity.11 It would also show that the agency is 

committed to accurately analyzing the impacts of its proposed actions. 

 

AN ECONOMIC ANALYSIS SUPPORTS ALTERNATIVE 1, RATHER THAN 

ALTERNATIVE 6 

 

 CHOICE OF ALTERNATIVE 6 WILL SUBSIDIZE BELOW-COST TIMBER SALES 

 

In the Purpose and Need for Action, the USFS12 presents an argument proposing to open 

up more old-growth timber for availability to be harvested under Alternative 6 that centers on the 

economic viability of timber sales in the Tongass. The USFS proposes that in order to make sales 

 

10 Tongass National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan Amendment of 2016, Pg. 1-1 

11 DEIS Pg. 1-5 

12 DEIS, Pg 1-11 
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of new-growth timber profitable, they will need to be combined with sections of old-growth 

timber. Alternative 6 greatly expands the amount of old-growth timber available for these sales, 

and would allow what could be likened to gerrymandering for timber sales, taking formerly non-

economical new-growth timber sales and attaching them to more-profitable sales of old-growth 

timber, resulting in a net sale that would generate profit. However, the USFS fails to justify this 

action through the lens of the Forest Plan, which mandates a transition to new-growth harvest 

over the next 10-15 years.13 The Forest Plan’s mandated shift away from old-growth harvest will 

be undermined by the need to supplement new-growth cuts with old-growth cuts to make them 

economical. 

Additionally, the use of this reasoning to justify Alternative 6 suggests that without the 

full repeal of the Roadless Rule, the forest products industry in Southeast Alaska is not viable. 

This is supported by data put forth by the group Taxpayers for Common Sense,14 which indicates 

that the USFS has lost the taxpayers over $600 million in the past 20 years in uneconomical 

timber sales. This trend is expected to continue and would be exacerbated by the proposed 

alternative. This would further indicate that the damages to other industries (which are currently 

economically self-sustaining) wrought by the selection of Alternative 6 are somehow outweighed 

by the gains to the forest products industry. Yet, no economic proof has been provided in the 

DEIS to support this claim. 

According to statistics released by the Southeast Conference,15 total regional earnings in 

the seafood industry (over $209 million) and the tourism industry (over $202 million) far outstrip 

 

13 DEIS, pg ES-2 

14 Taxpayers for Common Sense, 2019 https://kcaw-org.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-

content/uploads/2019/10/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf 

15 Southeast Conference, 2017 

http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers

%202017%20FINAL.pdf 

https://kcaw-org.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf
https://kcaw-org.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202017%20FINAL.pdf
http://www.seconference.org/sites/default/files/Southeast%20Alaska%20by%20the%20numbers%202017%20FINAL.pdf
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the total regional earnings of the timber industry (over $16 million). In terms of employment, the 

seafood industry (3854 jobs) and the tourism industry (7752 jobs) also far outpace the timber 

industry (313 jobs). The Southeast Conference also projects no new growth or contributions by 

the timber sector, whereas they estimate the seafood and tourism industries to remain pivotal in 

the economic success of the region for the foreseeable future. USFS should not prioritize the 

needs of a single, small industry over the needs of two industries that form the backbone of the 

region.  

Furthermore, according to the USFS’ own research,16 the vast majority of timber products 

originating in the Tongass are exported to other countries, for their use and benefit. The 

degradation of American public lands for the benefit of foreign nations should not be taken 

lightly, and needs to be factored into a cost-benefit analysis and the greater decision making 

process for this proposed action. 

A further gap in the economic analysis provided in the DEIS is a lack of accounting for 

the building of logging road infrastructure in areas currently protected by the roadless rule. The 

USFS should prepare a supplemental DEIS that includes the following: 

● What is the estimated scope and extent of infrastructure expected to be built and 

maintained in the Tongass? 

● Who will bear the cost of building and maintaining this infrastructure? How does 

this cost fit into an overall cost-benefit analysis? 

● What is the expected cost of reclaiming this infrastructure after timber harvests 

have been completed? 

 

16 Tongass National Forest Timber Demand: Projections for 2015-2030, 2016 

https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf 

https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf
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● Who will bear the costs of this reclamation? How does this affect the economic 

viability of timber sales? 

 Analysis by America’s Salmon Forest17 indicates that current maintenance costs on 

existing logging roads in the Tongass amount to $68 million/year. This cost is currently borne 

not by the logging companies that use the roads, but by the taxpayers. Furthermore, the existing 

backlog of watershed reclamation due to past logging and road building are estimated at $100 

million. This DEIS should provide estimates on how these burdens will be increased by the 

proposed rulemaking and whether it is possible for timber sales to be economically viable, taking 

these costs into account while still abiding by the forest plan PTSQs and the switch from old-

growth to new-growth timber. 

 The best approach the USFS can take to making an informed decision regarding timber 

sales and the roadless rule is to perform a full cost-benefit analysis. Suggested details for this 

analysis are laid out in a separate section below. 

THE DEIS FAILS TO PROVIDE DATA WHICH JUSTIFIES THE FORESEEABLE 

NEGATIVE IMPACTS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE WILL HAVE ON THE 

RECREATION AND TOURISM INDUSTRIES 

 

Impacts to the recreation and tourism industry would be greatest under the preferred 

alternative, and could be even greater given the failure of the DEIS to acknowledge that the 

Forest Plan is likely to be amended in the near future.18 Alternatives 1-3 would provide very little 

impact to the recreation and tourism industries, as the land opened up for timber harvest (if any) 

is primarily located adjacent to already-developed areas, minimizing its impact on areas with 

wilderness or roadless qualities. They also provide the least impact to backcountry outfitters and 

 

17 America’s Salmon Forest, 2019 

http://www.americansalmonforest.org/uploads/3/9/0/1/39018435/what_is_the_roadless_rule.pdf 

18 DEIS, Pg. 2-21 

http://www.americansalmonforest.org/uploads/3/9/0/1/39018435/what_is_the_roadless_rule.pdf
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guides, whereas Alternatives 4-6 would place pressures on remote areas that are already near 

capacity in terms of guiding trips per year, possibly causing some outfitters to abandon those 

areas in favor of other remote areas that are also already near capacity.  

Adequate justification for selecting an alternative with the greatest impacts to the tourism 

and recreation sector has not been given by the DEIS. According to America’s Salmon Forest,19 

“Tourism, especially via cruise ships, is a tremendous growth sector for the region. Some 

1.3 million cruise ship passengers are expected to visit this season, more than double the number 

of cruise ship visitors in 2000. A study conducted by the Alaska Wilderness League in 2014 

found tourism generated over $1 billion in economic contribution and over 10,000 jobs in the 

region annually.” 

 

No in-depth economic analysis has been provided to prove that the positive impacts to the 

forest products industry will overcome potential losses to the recreation and tourism industry 

under the preferred alternative. The USFS should complete a full cost-benefit analysis to further 

inform their choice of alternative. Without further justification, the facts presented by this DEIS 

point to Alternative 1 as the choice with the greatest benefit for the greatest number of parties. 

Should the USFS refuse to choose Alternative 1, Alternative 3 would be the best choice among 

the action alternatives. This is due to the reduced impact to lands that contribute to the recreation 

and tourism economy seen under Alternative 3, as stated in the DEIS20. 

Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., 

Inc. v. State Farm,21 in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review 

mandated by the Administrative Procedure Act22 a reviewing court will overturn an agency 

action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) “the agency has relied on factors which Congress has not 

intended it to consider” (2) “entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem” (3) 

 

19 America’s Salmon Forest http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html 

20 DEIS, Pg. 2-21 

21 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 

22 5 USC §551 et seq. (1946) 

http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html
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“offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency” or 

(4) “is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 

agency expertise.”23 Under this standard, the agency is also required to “examine the relevant 

data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a rational connection 

between the facts found and the choice made.”24  

Here, the USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS 

has offered an explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the 

evidence before the agency regarding the economic impacts that Alternative 6 will have on the 

tourism and recreation industries in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS recognized that Alternatives 4-6 

will have the greatest impacts to recreation and tourism in Southeast Alaska compared to the 

other alternatives. This conclusion is likely understated based on the assumption that old-growth 

timber harvest will not be increased in compliance with the 2016 Forest Plan. People move to 

and travel to Southeast Alaska to see wildlife and the vast, pristine, wilderness habitats that the 

area is known for. Increased logging and road building activities in the Tongass will limit the 

availability of the opportunities that tourists and recreationalists are looking for and may lead 

them to choose to take their business elsewhere. 

Additionally, the Forest Service has completely failed to explain why it has decided to 

risk harm to the tourism and recreation industries in order to aid the forest products industry, 

especially when recreation and tourism are much larger contributors to the area’s economy, and 

when the recreation and tourism are projected to grow in the future while the forest products 

industry is not. The DEIS itself recognizes that the timber industry makes up but a fraction of the 

 

23 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 

24 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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local economy compared to the recreation and tourism industries.25 One of the major concerns of 

this rulemaking, as stated in the DEIS, is to support local and regional socioeconomic well-being 

in Southeast Alaska. Yet the evidence before the Forest Service indicates that the preferred 

alternative risks causing more harm than benefit to the economy of the area by prioritizing the 

timber industry over larger industries like recreation and tourism. If the Forest Service does not 

revise its analysis on this subject, by either producing data that actually supports its proposed 

alternative or by changing the goals set forth in the chapter on purpose and need so they are 

consistent with the reasonably foreseeable impacts of the proposed agency action, a reviewing 

court is likely to find that the agency action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA.  

 

THE USFS CLAIM THAT THERE WILL BE NO NEGATIVE IMPACTS TO SALMON 

FISHERY AND RELATED INDUSTRIES IS NOT SUPPORTED IN THE DEIS  

 

According to the Alaska Longline Fishermen’s Association,26 “Commercial fishing is the 

backbone of Southeast Alaska’s economy, employing one in ten people in the region. High-

quality fish habitat supports the livelihoods of the fishing families, independent 

owners/operators, tenders, deckhands.” Yet, no scientific evidence has been provided to 

substantiate the USFS claim that there will be minimal impact to anadromous fisheries in the 

Tongass under the preferred alternative. Especially regarding the concern that the PTSQs and 

old-growth protection will be modified after an alternative is selected, scientific justification 

must be provided that demonstrates that no significant impacts will occur under the proposed 

alternative before the USFS moves forward with this rulemaking. The economic consequences 

 

25 DEIS Pg. 3-27  

26 Alaska Longline Fishermen’s Association 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fsNGRHcMGThyowQdaL-S28ZDmQIZAu7o/view 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fsNGRHcMGThyowQdaL-S28ZDmQIZAu7o/view
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felt by the people of Southeast Alaska and the greater United States in the event of significant 

impacts to the salmon populations could be vast. According to research by Trout Unlimited,27 

“salmon and trout fishing contribute some $1 billion to the regional economy annually 

and account for more than 7,300 jobs directly or indirectly. Over 80 percent of Southeast Alaska 

rural residents rely on subsistence hunting, fishing or gathering for dietary and cultural purposes 

and nearly 90% of rural households in the region use salmon, roughly 66,000 salmon, most of 

which are sockeye, are harvested for personal use annually and an average of 1 million salmon, 

mostly coho, are caught by sport anglers each season.” 

 

Further research,28 published in the North American Journal of Fisheries Management, 

asserts that the “forest fish” produced in the rivers and lakes of the Tongass and Chugach 

National Forests account for some 25% of all salmon caught in Alaska, totaling 16% of the total 

commercial value of Alaska’s salmon fishery. These forest fish also comprise 80% of the salmon 

caught in Southeast Alaska each year,21 leading local fishers to the conclusion that priority 

watersheds and spawning grounds are more valuable to the local economy if they are left intact. 

Intact salmon habitat will continue to reliably produce profitable annual harvests for the 

foreseeable future; opening these areas to logging would sacrifice these sustainable fishery 

industry profits for short-term gains in the timber industry. 

These potential future effects would add on to and exacerbate significant salmon habitat 

damage already caused by the timber industry in the Tongass. According to studies 

commissioned by Trout Unlimited and America’s Salmon Forest, 33% of all existing logging 

road stream crossings in the Tongass do not meet State of Alaska29 standards for fish passage. 

This amounts to a total of 1216 impassable road crossings, cutting off 661 miles of fish habitat 

from native and anadromous fish in the Tongass. The cost to update just these existing crossings 

to suitable standards for fish passage would total up to $37 million (based on actual costs of 604 

 

27 Trout Unlimited http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html   

28 Johnson, et. al., 2019 https://afspubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/nafm.10364  

29 Tongass National Forest Monitoring and Evaluation Report, 2016-2017, pg. 3 

http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html
https://afspubs.onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/nafm.10364


16 

Tongass crossing updates from 1997-2017, in 2018 dollars). With this current backlog of work to 

restore degraded fish habitat already existing in the Tongass, consenting to further habitat 

degradation without conducting a full cost-benefit analysis (as detailed in a separate section 

below) is  not in the best interest of the Tongass or the people who rely on it, especially in light 

of the key issues laid out by the purpose and need for this rulemaking30.  

Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., 

Inc. v. State Farm,31 in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review 

mandated by the Administrative Procedure Act 5 USC §551 et seq. (1946) a reviewing court will 

overturn an agency action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) “the agency has relied on factors 

which Congress has not intended it to consider” (2) “entirely failed to consider an important 

aspect of the problem” (3) “offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the 

evidence before the agency” or (4) “is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference 

in view or the product of agency expertise.”32  Under this standard, the agency is also required to 

“examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 

rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”33 

Here, the USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS 

has offered an explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the 

evidence before the agency in regard to assessing the economic impacts that Alternative 6 will 

have on the fishing industry, both commercial, and recreational, in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS 

predicts that removing the application of the Roadless Rule to the entire Tongass National 

Forest, the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, is not expected to significantly impact 

 

30 DEIS, Pg. 1-5 

31 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 

32 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 

33 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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the commercial fishing or fish processing industries. This conclusion is partially based on the 

assumption that old-growth timber harvest will not be increased in compliance with the 2016 

Forest Plan. As explained above, the contention that removal of Roadless Rule protections to the 

Tongass will not harm the fisheries of Southeast Alaska is not supported by the science linking 

the health of watersheds and fisheries with the preservation of old-growth forest stands.  

Additionally, the Forest Service has completely failed to explain why it has decided to 

risk harm to the fishing industry in order to aid the forest products industry, especially when 

fishing is a much larger contributor to the area’s economy than the timber industry. The DEIS 

itself recognizes that the timber industry makes up but a fraction of the local economy compared 

to the fishing industry.34 One of the major concerns of this rulemaking, as stated in the DEIS, is 

to support local and regional socioeconomic well-being in Southeast Alaska. Yet the evidence 

before the Forest Service indicates that the preferred alternative risks causing more harm than 

benefit to the economy of the area as a whole by prioritizing the timber industry over the larger 

fishing industry. If the Forest Service does not revise its analysis on this subject, a reviewing 

court is likely to find that the agency action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA.  

 

THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE IS UNNECESSARY TO FACILITATE RESPONSIBLE 

MINING DEVELOPMENT IN THE TONGASS, AND MAY ENCOURAGE HARMFUL, 

LOW-VALUE DEVELOPMENT 

 

The DEIS predicts that little to no new mining activity will take place in the Tongass if 

the Roadless Rule is repealed,35 meaning that even under the action alternatives (all of which 

would open up new land to mining access and road construction), no significant impacts from 

mining are expected to occur. The Forest Service attempts to justify this conclusion by pointing 

 

34 DEIS, Pg. 3-27  

35 DEIS, Pg. 2-22 
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to the fact that there has been little to no mining activity in the Tongass in the past. This 

reasoning is questionable because the Roadless Rule may have inhibited mining development in 

the Tongass in the past, so it is not reasonable to conclude that the same trend will continue if the 

Roadless Rule no longer applies to the Tongass.  

Additionally, the current Roadless Rule poses no undue constraints upon the mining and 

mineral development industry. To date, 100% of all mining projects in the Tongass have been 

granted roadless rule exemptions (along with local transportation, small hydro, etc.)36 Keeping 

the roadless rule in place and using the exemption process ensures that all mining projects that 

take place in roadless areas are thoroughly vetted. This vetting also prevents marginal mining 

operations from going forward that may do lasting damage to the Tongass, with little to no value 

gained in return. With no evidence in place to support the selection of alternative 6, and for the 

reasons presented here, the USFS should change the preferred alternative from Alternative 6 to 

Alternative 1. 

  

NEGATIVE IMPACTS TO RURAL SUBSISTENCE ACTIVITIES ARE UNDERSTATED IN 

THE DEIS  

  

As with other aspects of the USFS’s analysis supporting the selection of Alternative 6 as 

the preferred alternative, the information in the DEIS does not support the contention that 

repealing the Roadless Rule would not substantially harm rural subsistence activities37. To the 

contrary, The Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment38 suggests that increased timber 

 

36 America’s Salmon Forest, http://www.americansalmonforest.org/blog/tongass-roadless-rule-

101 

37 DEIS Pg. 2-22 

38 Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment 

https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/al

aska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf 
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harvests, particularly old-growth harvests, are the greatest current threat to subsistence uses in 

Southeast Alaska. Removal of key habitat for fish and game species leads to tougher survival 

conditions for these species, especially in terms of winter deer survival and road construction 

effects on salmon habitat. The success of subsistence hunting and fishing uses are directly 

dependent on the ability of hunters to reach high quality wildlife habitats that are not far from the 

villages they reside in, which indicates that large amounts of intact habitat throughout the 

Tongass is needed for successful subsistence uses to continue. According to the Southeast Alaska 

Conservation Assessment, 

 “Successful subsistence harvests are a function of both abundance and accessibility. 

Success depends on high-quality fish and wildlife habitat that is capable of supporting abundant 

populations, and that is within safe and reliable travel distance from each community or village. 

In many cases, access for subsistence hunting, fishing, or gathering in Southeast is by small boats 

with limited capability to travel long distances in rough water.”39 

 

Subsistence hunting and fishing activities are extremely important to the wellbeing and 

survival of many of the residents of Southeast Alaska. Trout Unlimited states that: 

“Over 80 percent of Southeast Alaska rural residents rely on subsistence hunting, fishing 

or gathering for dietary and cultural purposes and nearly 90% of rural households in the region 

use salmon, roughly 66,000 salmon, most of which are sockeye, are harvested for personal use 

annually”40 

 

It is crucial that the USFS consider all of the reasonably foreseeable impacts that the 

action alternatives could have on the wildlife populations which subsistence hunters and fishers 

depend on. Such reasonably foreseeable impacts must include what will happen to those 

populations if the 2016 Forest Plan is amended in order to allow for the flexibility the USFS 

needs in order to make timber sales in the Tongass economically viable.  

 

39 Southeast Alaska Conservation Assessment 

https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/al

aska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf 

40 Trout Unlimited http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html 

https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/alaska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf
https://www.conservationgateway.org/ConservationByGeography/NorthAmerica/UnitedStates/alaska/seak/era/cfm/Documents/9.1_Subsistence.pdf
http://www.americansalmonforest.org/the-people--economy.html
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If any action alternative is chosen by the USFS, the FEIS should provide scientific data 

supporting the claim that the wildlife populations relied on by subsistence users will not be 

significantly affected. Given the importance the USFS places on protecting subsistence uses 

shown by their inclusion of this in key issue #2 of the purpose and need statement,41 all possible 

efforts should be taken to quantify the potential costs that would be borne by subsistence uses as 

a result of the action alternatives, as mentioned in the section on cost-benefit analysis below. In 

order to act accordingly with the goals of the rulemaking as set forth in the purpose and need 

statement and the evidence that increased logging and road building will harm wildlife 

populations, the USFS should change its preferred alternative to Alternative 1. 

Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., 

Inc. v. State Farm,42 in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review 

mandated by the Administrative Procedure Act43 a reviewing court will overturn an agency 

action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) “the agency has relied on factors which Congress has not 

intended it to consider” (2) “entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem” (3) 

“offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency” or 

(4) “is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 

agency expertise.”44 Under this standard, the agency is also required to “examine the relevant 

data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a rational connection 

between the facts found and the choice made.”45 

 

41 DEIS, Pg ES-3 

42 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 

43 5 USC §551 et seq. (1946) 

44 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 

45 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2867 (1983) 
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Here, The USFS has failed to satisfy the third standard in the State Farm test. The USFS 

has offered an explanation for its decision to prefer Alternative 6 which runs counter to the 

evidence before the agency regarding the impacts that Alternative 6 will have on subsistence 

activities in Southeast Alaska. The DEIS claims that the preferred alternative will have “minimal 

effects on rural subsistence activities.”46 This claim is partially based on the problematic 

assumption that timber harvest levels will remain the same, due to the PTSQs set in the 2016 

Forest Plan. Subsistence activities are a vital part of the survival and way of life of rural 

Alaskans, and there is abundant data which demonstrates that the populations of the species they 

hunt and fish are directly damaged by logging and road building activities 

One of the major concerns of this rulemaking, as stated in the DEIS, is to support local 

and regional socioeconomic well-being, Alaska Native culture, and rural subsistence activities. 

Yet the evidence before the Forest Service indicates that the preferred alternative risks causing 

more harm than benefit to the people in the area by prioritizing the timber industry over other 

important uses, like subsistence, that will be negatively impacted by increased activity in the 

timber industry. If the Forest Service does not revise its analysis on this subject, a reviewing 

court is likely to find that the agency action is arbitrary and capricious under the APA.  

 

A COST-BENEFIT ANALYSIS THAT LAYS OUT THE COSTS AND BENEFITS OF 

EACH ALTERNATIVE, INCLUDING COSTS AND BENEFITS THAT ARE 

DIFFICULT TO MONETIZE, IS NECESSARY TO ENSURE A REASONED DECISION 

 

As discussed in the sub-sections above, the USFS should conduct a full cost-benefit 

analysis. The DEIS fails to accurately weigh several of the economic impacts that could result 

from this rulemaking thereby providing weak justifications for the selection of Alternative 6 as 

 

46 DEIS Pg. 2-22 
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the preferred alternative, even though Alternative 6 is ultimately being proposed for its supposed 

economic benefits. Even if the USFS believes that it lacks all of the information to complete a 

cost-benefit analysis, it should still complete the cost-benefit analysis to the best of its ability. 

According to 40 CFR 1502.22 “When an agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant 

adverse effects on the human environment in an environmental impact statement and there is 

incomplete or unavailable information, the agency shall always make clear that such information 

is lacking.” Looking at the costs and benefits of the rulemaking form an economic perspective is 

an essential aspect that the Forest Service should analyze in looking at the reasonably foreseeable 

effects that could result from this rulemaking. There are undoubtedly many impacts to the 

environment that will be difficult to quantify in terms of cost, but the USFS is required to include 

all of the complete information in the EIS, in addition to an acknowledgement of what 

information is incomplete and to what extent the information is incomplete.  

The Forest Service should be sure to consider the value of aspects of the Tongass such as 

future value of roadless areas as they become more scarce, ecosystem services, existence values, 

environments for research, traditional cultural properties and sacred sites, defensive zones 

against invasive species, and habitats for threatened and endangered species.  

Though climate change effects were discussed in Chapter 3 of the DEIS, it is also 

necessary for the USFS to discuss climate change and its economic consequences in a cost-

benefit analysis. According to Alaska Wild “The Tongass is a buffer against climate change, 

absorbing around eight percent of the nation’s annual global warming pollution and storing an 

estimated 10-12 percent of all carbon in our national forests.”47 If it is going to take into account 

all the reasonably foreseeable impacts of this rulemaking, The Forest Service must account for 

 

47 Alaska Wilderness League https://www.alaskawild.org/places-we-protect/tongass-national-

forest/ 

https://www.alaskawild.org/places-we-protect/tongass-national-forest/
https://www.alaskawild.org/places-we-protect/tongass-national-forest/
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the social cost of carbon associated with the proposed action using figures from the government 

or other sources which use peer reviewed studies.  

Courts are now sympathetic to claims that agencies need to account for the greenhouse 

gasses that will result from proposed agency actions. It is very important that the Forest Service 

take this aspect of the proposed action into account because the potential differences in 

greenhouse gasses released over time as a result of the USFS choosing Alternative 1 versus 

Alternative 6 are immense. In CBD v. NHTSA, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals instructed the 

NHTSA to take the social cost of carbon into account when performing a cost benefit analysis 

related to a proposed agency action.48 The Court also held that it was unacceptable for the 

agency to assign a value of zero to the social cost of carbon in its analysis.49 A current 

conservative estimate of the social cost of carbon is over 50 dollars per ton in today's dollars.50 

However, other studies have calculated that the median value per ton of CO2 is as high as 417 

dollars per ton.51 The USFS can look to a variety of sources to help them determine an estimate 

of the social cost of carbon to include in the FEIS, including the Interagency Working Group on 

Carbon or a variety of environmental nongovernmental entities.  

In calculating the social cost of carbon related to the proposed agency action at hand, the 

Forest Service should look into both the direct and indirect impacts this action could have on the 

climate. Indirect impacts include lost carbon sequestration abilities due to the removal of old-

growth forest, the reduced ability (by comparison) of new-growth forest to sequester carbon, and 

the cumulative impacts of deforestation in the Tongass and around the world. Direct impacts 

 

48 Center for Biological Diversity v. NHTSA, 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008) 

49 Center for Biological Diversity v. NHTSA, 538 F.3d 1172 (9th Cir. 2008) 

50 Environmental Defense Fund https://www.edf.org/true-cost-carbon-pollution  

51  Ricke, K., Drouet, L., Caldeira, K., & Tavoni, M. (2018). Country-level social cost of carbon. 

Nature Climate Change, 8(10), 895–900. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558- 018-0282-y 

https://www.edf.org/true-cost-carbon-pollution
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include emission of greenhouse gasses from road building, logging, and mining activities, as well 

as increased industrial processing activities that would accompany increased timber harvests. 

Though the direct emission of greenhouse gasses may be low in this case, the removal of carbon-

sequestering vegetation in the Tongass has the potential to lead to massive consequences since 

the Tongass is the largest intact temperate rainforest remaining in the world.  

 Under the standard set forth by the Supreme Court in Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., 

Inc. v. State Farm52, in applying the arbitrary and capricious standard of judicial review 

mandated by the Administrative Procedure Act53 a reviewing court will overturn an agency 

action as arbitrary and capricious if (1) “the agency has relied on factors which Congress has not 

intended it to consider” (2) “entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem” (3) 

“offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency” or 

(4) “is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 

agency expertise.”54 Under this standard, the agency is also required to “examine the relevant 

data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a rational connection 

between the facts found and the choice made.”55  

By failing to include a cost benefit analysis in the DEIS, the USFS has failed to satisfy 

the second prong of the State Farm test. If the USFS does not complete a cost benefit analysis, 

and if that cost benefit analysis does not support the conclusion that the preferred alternative 

would support local and regional socioeconomic well-being, as stated as a key issue in the 

purpose and need statement, then the USFS will have entirely failed to consider an important 

aspect of the problem before it.  

 

52 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856 (1983) 

53 5 USC §551 et seq.(1946) 

54 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2876 (1983) 

55 Motor Vehicle Mfrs. Ass’n of U.S., Inc. v. State Farm, 103 S.Ct. 2856, 2876 (1983) 
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Instead of examining the potential economic impacts the preferred alternative will have 

on each industry in Southeast Alaska, and then determining if overall the potential costs 

outweigh the potential benefits, the USFS uses an approach where they address each industry 

separately and justify the preferred alternative as it relates to each action. If the USFS decides to 

amend their approach by conducting a cost-benefit analysis, they will be more likely to consider 

all the relevant aspects of the problem and weigh them appropriately instead of overvaluing the 

potential impacts to one aspect of the problem, such as the forest products industry. It is highly 

likely that an accurately conducted cost benefit analysis would demonstrate that the economic 

costs to the preferred alternative will vastly outweigh the potential economic benefits, which is 

the opposite of the conclusion the Forest Service came to in the DEIS. While agencies are not 

specifically required to complete a cost benefit analysis in every EIS, it is likely that performing 

a cost benefit analysis in this scenario is necessary to a reasoned decision and not prohibitively 

expensive to implement under 40 CFR 1502.22.  

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS SHOULD BE INCLUDED FOR CONSIDERATION IN A COST-

BENEFIT ANALYSIS (This List is Not Exhaustive) 

 

● Climate Change Impacts 

○ Emissions from increased logging & other direct effects 

○ Lost carbon sequestration capacity & other indirect effects 

● Impacts to the Commercial Fishing industry 

○ Projected impacts on fish populations due to degraded water quality 

○ Projected impacts on fish populations due to increased stream crossing barriers 

● Impacts to the Recreation and Tourism Industry 

○ Projected impacts on tourism and sightseeing revenue due to lost roadless and 

wilderness qualities that tourists come to see 

○ Projected impacts on sport fishing due to habitat loss and degraded water quality 

○ Projected impacts on hunting and outfitters due to habitat loss, degraded 

wilderness qualities, and over-crowded hunting units 

● Impacts to USFS budget 

○ Costs of building new infrastructure 

○ Costs of maintaining new and current infrastructure 
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○ Costs of preparing timber sales 

● Impacts to Subsistence Uses 

● Impacts to Mining 

● Impacts to Forest Products Industry 

 

A COST BENEFIT ANALYSIS WOULD DEMONSTRATE THAT THE FINANCIAL COSTS 

TO THE ACTION ALTERNATIVES OUTWEIGH THE FINANCIAL BENEFITS.  

 

According to the USFS’ own projections, demand for timber in the Tongass over the next 

15 years is expected to range from 46 to 76 million board feet per year.56 These projections stem 

from greater economic trends that have reduced the demand for Alaskan forest products over the 

last 20 years. The existing PTSQs in the 2016 Tongass Forest Plan Amendment57 are already 

aligned with these projections, rendering pointless the stated need in this DEIS for more 

flexibility in timber sales. 

No in-depth economic justification has been provided by the Forest Service to prove that 

the positive impacts to the forest products industry overcome potential losses to the recreation 

and tourism industry, the fishing industry, Alaska Native cultural activities, or subsistence 

activities under the preferred alternative. Without the further justification that could be provided 

by a full cost-benefit analysis as requested above, the facts presented by this DEIS point to 

Alternative 1 as the choice with the greatest benefit for the greatest number of parties.  

The USFS has failed to explain to American taxpayers what appears to be an instance of 

the agency subsidizing a single, small, and shrinking industry (that has high potential to harm 

other industries) in a region dominated by these other growing industries. Without further 

justification, the USFS should recognize that Alternative 1 is the best option to address the three 

 

56 Tongass National Forest Timber Demand: Projections for 2015-2030, 2016 

https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf 

57 Tongass National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan Amendment of 2016, Pg. A-6 

https://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/pnw_gtr934.pdf
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key issues they set forth in the DEIS. The facts that were presented in the DEIS suggest that the 

no action alternative would lead to the greatest benefit and least harm for all industries, as well as 

to Alaskans, and Americans as a whole.  

Should the USFS decline to update the DEIS with a full cost-benefit analysis or refuse to 

select Alternative 1, Alternative 3 should become the preferred alternative. As stated in the 

DEIS,58 the additional acres removed from roadless protection under Alternatives 4-6 are 

unlikely to be economical in terms of harvest due to their distance from existing infrastructure, 

and therefore should remain protected by the roadless rule.  

If the agency declines to follow the suggestion to complete a cost-benefit analysis, the 

USFS should include in its final EIS a statement that lays out its reasons for not completing a 

cost-benefit analysis on the proposed rulemaking. Per 40 CFR 1502.22 (b), this should include 

the following: “(1) A statement that such information is incomplete or unavailable; (2) a 

statement of the relevance of the incomplete or unavailable information to evaluating reasonably 

foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment; (3) a summary of existing 

credible scientific evidence which is relevant to evaluating the reasonably foreseeable significant 

adverse impacts on the human environment, and (4) the agency's evaluation of such impacts 

based upon theoretical approaches or research methods generally accepted in the scientific 

community.”  

  

THE USFS IS LIKELY VIOLATING THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT. THE USFS 

MUST BEGIN BY REQUESTING INFORMATION FROM FISH AND WILDLIFE AND 

THE NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE REGARDING WHETHER LISTED 

SPECIES ARE IN THE ACTION AREA.  

 

 

58 DEIS, Pg. 2-22 
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Under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 the USFS must ask the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service along with the National Marine Fisheries Service whether listed species exist in 

the action area, meaning the entire Tongass National Forest. If either FWS or NMFS indicates 

that listed species exist in the action area, the Forest Service is required to partake in a biological 

assessment/ evaluation in order to determine if a listed species in the action area will be 

adversely affected by the agency action. That biological assessment needs to be made available 

for public notice and comment. If that is the case, the USFS is required to engage in formal 

consultation with FWS and NMFS. Formal consultation will result in a biological opinion, meant 

to determine whether the proposed agency action will jeopardize the continued existence of the 

species or adversely modify its critical habitat. If this question is answered in the affirmative, an 

agency decision to go forward with the action will likely be overturned in court. According to the 

DEIS, it appears that the Forest Service has not complied with any of the steps outlined above in 

relation to the current proposed action, which is likely to result in this rulemaking being 

overturned in court unless the USFS changes course. The Forest Service should not attempt to 

rely on the biological assessment done in 2016 in relation to the 2016 Forest Plan for several 

reasons. A significant amount of time has passed since the last meaningful evaluation of the 

status of listed species in the area, the proposed action will allow significantly different levels of 

activity to take place in the action area than was estimated under the Forest Plan, resulting in 

impacts to the forest that were not considered in the 2016 biological opinion, and the 2016 Forest 

Plan will likely be amended in order to further the goals of the proposed action if the USFS 

ultimately chooses Alternative 6.  

THE USFS IS LIKELY VIOLATING THE NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

ACT BY FAILING TO ACKNOWLEDGE THAT AN UNDERTAKING IS BEING 

CONSIDERED AND BY FAILING TO ADEQUATELY CONSULT WITH ALASKA 

NATIVE TRIBES.  
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The Draft EIS addresses the Forest Service’s obligations under the NHPA in the following 

manner: 

 “In carrying out the responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 

(NHPA), the Forest Service consulted with the State of Alaska Department of Natural Resources, 

Division of Parks and Outdoor Recreation, Office of History and Archaeology, resulting in a 

letter (10/08/2018) from the State Historic Preservation Officer concurring with the Forest 

Service’s determination that changes in management direction for designated roadless areas on 

the Tongass would not result in undertaking, as defined in 36 CFR 800.16(y). Although road 

construction and/or timber harvest could potentially increase within some designated roadless 

areas, impacts under the NHPA would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently 

unknown, and would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses.”59 

 

Under the NHPA, “The head of any Federal agency having direct or indirect jurisdiction 

over a proposed Federal or federally assisted undertaking... prior to the approval of the 

expenditure of any Federal funds on the undertaking or prior to the issuance of any license, shall 

take into account the effect of the undertaking on any historic property.”60 If an undertaking is 

found, the NHPA requires that “agencies must make a reasonable and good faith effort to 

identify historic properties that may be affected by the undertaking” 61 In this case, USFS has 

attempted to postpone its obligations under NHPA by determining that “changes in management 

direction for designated roadless areas on the Tongass would not result in undertaking.”62 Under 

the NHPA, an undertaking is defined as: 

“[A] project, activity, or program funded in whole or in part under the direct or indirect 

jurisdiction of a Federal agency, including-- 

(1) those carried out by or on behalf of the Federal agency; 

(2) those carried out with Federal financial assistance; 

(3) those requiring a Federal permit, license, or approval; and 

(4) those subject to State or local regulation administered pursuant to a delegation or approval by 

a Federal agency.” 63 

 

59 DEIS, Pg. 1-10 

60 54 USCA § 306108 

61 36 CFR 800.4(b) 

62 DEIS, Pg. 1-10 

63 36 CFR 800.16(y) 
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A decision by the USFS to remove the protections of the Roadless Rule is almost 

certainly “a project, activity, or program … carried out by … the Federal agency” and would 

thus constitute an undertaking under the NHPA. The position of the USFS seems to be that 

because the current rulemaking does not involve an undertaking because it would only determine 

what types of activities would be allowed in the Tongass and would not authorize any specific 

projects that would alter the property.  

This reasoning is problematic. In Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest 

Service, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals held that transfer of federal land from the Forest 

Service to a private owner constituted an undertaking under the NHPA.64 The Court found the 

action to be an undertaking because the transfer would lead to alterations of the property that 

could render it ineligible for listing as a historic property.65 The situation at hand is similar to 

Muckleshoot because while the removal of the Roadless Rule itself would not alter the property 

just as a transfer of property in Muckleshoot did not immediately alter the property, the USFS 

decision in both cases would pave the way to allow alterations to the property that could render it 

ineligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Additionally, the proposed 

removal of the Roadless Rule from the Tongass constitutes a project or program under the Act, 

even if a reviewing court did not think it constitutes an activity as defined by the Act. 

The Forest Service should also consider recognizing that the proposed rule is an 

undertaking even if it does not approve a specific land altering project at this point because such 

an approach would be more consistent with the regulations applicable to both the NHPA and 

NEPA. The regulations implementing the NHPA state that: 

 

64 Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest Service, 177 F.3d 800, 803 (9th Cir. 1999) 

65 Muckleshoot Indian Tribe v. United States Forest Service, 177 F.3d 800, 808 (9th Cir. 1999) 
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“Federal agencies are encouraged to coordinate compliance with section 106 and the procedures 

in this part with any steps taken to meet the requirements of the National Environmental Policy 

Act (NEPA). Agencies should consider their section 106 responsibilities as early as possible in 

the NEPA process, and plan their public participation, analysis, and review in such a way that 

they can meet the purposes and requirements of both statutes in a timely and efficient manner.” 

66 

 

The D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals has also recognized the similarity between the 

requirements of the NHPA and NEPA. In McMillan Park Committee v. National Capital 

Planning Com'n, 968 F.2d 1283 (D.C.Cir. 1992), a case where the court found that there was no 

undertaking, Judge Randolph wrote in his concurrence that “Because of the operational 

similarity between the two statutes, courts generally treat “major federal actions” under NEPA as 

closely analogous to “federal undertakings” under the NHPA.”67 There is no dispute that under 

NEPA, the current rulemaking contemplates a major federal action since the removal of the 

Roadless Rule to the Tongass would permit activities that would undoubtedly “significantly 

affect the quality of the human environment.”68 The NEPA process is well underway and it 

would be prudent of the Forest Service to start the NHPA process now in order to follow the 

requirements set forth in 36 C.F.R. § 800.8. The current strategy of claiming that no undertaking 

is being considered is only delaying the inevitable and will only serve to give the Forest Service 

less time to fulfill its obligations under Section 106.  

The Forest Service should also consider reassessing how they plan to use tiering in 

relation to this proposed action. According to 40 CFR § 1508.28, “Tiering refers to the coverage 

of general matters in broader environmental impact statements… with subsequent narrower 

statements or environmental analyses…incorporating by reference the general discussions and 

concentrating solely on the issues specific to the statement subsequently prepared.” The use of 

 

66 36 C.F.R. § 800.8  

67 36 C.F.R. § 800.8  

68 40 CFR § 1508.18 

https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1000546&cite=36USCAS106&originatingDoc=N5D862EE08B5B11D98CF4E0B65F42E6DA&refType=LQ&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.DocLink)
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&pubNum=1000546&cite=36USCAS106&originatingDoc=N5D862EE08B5B11D98CF4E0B65F42E6DA&refType=LQ&originationContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&contextData=(sc.DocLink)
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tiering in analyzing the effects of a large-scale agency action like the one involved here certainly 

has many benefits. However, tiering, if used incorrectly, has the potential to lead to a failure to 

analyze the cumulative impacts a project could have on resources. The use of tiering also has the 

potential to lead to an irretrievable or irreversible commitment of resources, where an agency 

waits too long into a decision making process to objectively analyze certain impacts of the 

proposed action because the agency has already invested resources in the project or made 

commitments to third parties. In order to guide agencies away from making these mistakes, 40 

CFR 1502.5 requires that “The EIS should be prepared early enough so that it can serve 

practically as an important contribution to the decision making process and will not be used to 

rationalize or justify decisions already made.” Additionally, In Conner v. Burford, the 9th Circuit 

held that agencies may not make irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources until 

they comply with NEPA.69 

It is true that it is difficult for agencies to determine the particular effects a proposed 

agency action could have on various resources while the proposed action is still being considered 

at an abstract or broad level. It is also true that tiering can aid in reducing the need for agencies 

to repeat the same analysis multiple times. However, if an agency uses tiering inappropriately 

and decides to wait until the agency action is too far along before analyzing the effects the 

proposed action could have on a resource, the agency could miss important aspects of its analysis 

because the analysis is now being tailored to a level where the agency is only able to assess one 

small piece of the impacts the larger agency action will have on the resource, while forgetting to 

look at the big picture. The USFS’s obligations under the NHPA in this case exemplify this 

dilemma. Here, the USFS is using their determination that there is no undertaking being 

 

69 Conner v. Burford, 836 F.2d 1521 (9th Cir. 1988) 
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considered at this time to forestall the requirement to assess the impacts the rulemaking could 

have on cultural resources within the Tongass. Instead, they think it is more appropriate to assess 

those impacts at a more specific project level, after this rulemaking has already come and gone. 

As an added benefit, if the USFS admits that there is an undertaking being considered 

now, they can begin to prepare to mitigate the adverse effects of the proposed action at an early 

stage, instead of at the last minute. The agency’s ability to mitigate the adverse impacts a repeal 

of the Roadless Rule will have on cultural resources within the Tongass will undoubtedly be 

impaired if the agency waits until logging is about to take place before analyzing what impacts 

could occur and how to mitigate them.  

The UFSF determination that this rulemaking does not constitute an undertaking also 

likely violates the NHPA due to the impacts this rulemaking will have on Alaska Native Tribes. 

Certain provisions of the Act apply specifically to Indian Tribes and impose additional 

responsibilities on agencies when Tribes are involved.  

(a) In General.—Property of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or 

Native Hawaiian organization may be determined to be eligible for inclusion on the National 

Register. 

(b) Consultation.—In carrying out its responsibilities under § 302303 of this title [i.e., NHPA § 

106], a federal agency shall consult with any Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization that 

attaches religious and cultural importance to property described in subsection (a)70 

 

The Tongass National Forest makes up the aboriginal lands of the Tlingit, Haida, and 

Tsimshian people. These groups and their ancestors have inhabited these lands since time 

immemorial and as a result they have built deep and invaluable bonds to the land and wildlife in 

the area. Not only does the Tongass National Forest provide the setting in which these 

communities lead their lives, it provides their food, defines their cultures, and makes up an 

 

70 54 U.S. Code § 302706 
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integral part of the fabric of their societies. There are undoubtedly properties that are of 

traditional religious and cultural importance to Alaska Native Tribes within the Tongass National 

Forest. The Forest Service should be sure to not only do the bare minimum to protect these sites 

under the NHPA, but to do their utmost to make sure the actions of the agency do not negatively 

impact the important cultural resources that exist within the Tongass.  

While the authors of this paper were unable to examine the contents of the 

communications between the USFS and the Tribes in Southeast Alaska in relation to this 

rulemaking due to the amount of time it would take to make a FOIA request, the brief treatment 

the USFS has given its duties under the NHPA in the Draft EIS demonstrates that the USFS is 

not working to meet its obligation to consult with the Tribes in the area to the fullest extent 

possible. Further supporting the idea that the USFS has an obligation to consult with the Tribes 

early on in the NEPA process, 40 CFR §1502.25 requires that the agency “to the fullest extent 

possible” prepare the draft EIS “concurrently and integrated with” requirements imposed by the 

National Historic Preservation Act. By only designating a paragraph in the DEIS that essentially 

says “we will do it later” the USFS failed to prepare the DEIS to the fullest extent possible in 

concordance with the requirements of NHPA. 

The USFS may argue that they have satisfied their consultation requirement thus far in 

the process by sending out letters to Alaska Native Tribes requesting comment on the rulemaking 

in general or by sending out letters inquiring about the existence of properties in the Tongass 

with traditional religious and cultural importance to the Tribes, but such action likely falls short 

of the consultation requirement imposed by the NHPA. In Pueblo of Sandia, the Tenth Circuit 

held that even though the Forest Service requested information from the Sandia Pueblo about the 

existence of cultural sites within the area that would be affected by the proposed project “a mere 
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request… is not necessarily sufficient to constitute the “reasonable effort” section 106” 

requires.71 Additionally, as the Tenth Circuit pointed out in Pueblo of Sandia, “National Register 

Bulletin 38 warns that knowledge of traditional cultural values may not be shared readily with 

considered as such information is regarded as powerful, even dangerous in some societies.”72 

In this situation, the USFS needs to do more than simply request information from Alaska 

Native Tribes in order to fulfill its consultation requirement under the NHPA. By waiting to 

acknowledge that an undertaking is being considered, the USFS will hinder its ability to 

adequately consult with interested Tribes by reducing the amount of time the agency and Tribes 

have to build the relationships and trust needed to work together to determine what types of 

cultural resources are in the area and how they could be affected by the proposed action. 

Importantly, at the time this comment was written, the USFS had not consulted with the Tribal 

Historic Preservation Officer at the Village of Kake. Clearly, the USFS needs to consult with the 

THPO as part of its consultation obligations under the NHPA.  

In order to work towards satisfying its obligations under the NHPA, the USFS should 

administer a high-level cultural resources survey in a supplemental EIS, give the public an 

opportunity to comment on it, and give Alaska Native Tribes an opportunity to consult with the 

agency on the survey and what the next steps will be. This is not to say that the USFS should do 

a cultural resources survey now and when particular timber sales or road building projects are 

approved in the future that the agency will have no further obligation under the NHPA, only that 

the agency would be wise to start preparing to meet its obligations under the NHPA sooner rather 

than later. This broad survey should aim to explore estimates regarding the number of cultural 

 

71 Pueblo of Sandia v. United States, 50 F.3d 856, 857 (10th Cir. 1995) 

72 Pueblo of Sandia v. United States, 50 F.3d 856, 861 (10th Cir. 1995) 
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sites in the Tongass, the types of sites that exist, and the relation of those sites to each other. 

Under this approach, the agency can use tiering in an appropriate manner and supplement these 

broader findings with more particularized and detailed inquiries into a specific area if specific 

timber harvesting and road building projects are proposed later on. This approach will give the 

Tribes an opportunity to participate throughout the entire NHPA process. This approach will also 

prevent the agency from failing to consider the cumulative impacts that removing the Roadless 

Rule could have on cultural resources within the Tongass, from failing to consider how various 

cultural sites may be connected or may be meaningful to the Tribes in relation to each other, or 

from making an irreversible or irretrievable commitment of resources before fully considering 

the impacts of such a decision. 

Finally, the USFS owes a duty to allow Alaska Native Tribes to meaningfully participate 

in the NHPA process from the beginning because the United States Government owes a trust 

responsibility to Indian Tribes.73 As stated in United States v. Mitchell, “[A] fiduciary 

relationship necessarily arises when the Government assumes ... elaborate control over forests 

and property belonging to Indians.”74  Fully adhering to the requirements of the National Historic 

Preservation Act requiring the USFS to consult with Alaska Natives and involve them in the 

decision making process that will govern the fate of their aboriginal lands is the minimum the 

USFS should be doing in order to honor the trust responsibility the United States Government 

 

73 E.g., Cherokee Nation v. State of Georgia, 5 Pet. 1, 8 L.Ed. 25; United States v. Kagama, 118 

U.S. 375, 6 S.Ct. 1109, 30 L.Ed. 228; Choctaw Nation v. United States, 119 U.S. 1, 7 S.Ct. 75, 

30 L.Ed. 306; United States v. Pelican, 232 U.S. 442, 34 S.Ct. 396, 58 L.Ed. 676; United States 

v. Creek Nation, 295 U.S. 103, 55 S.Ct. 681, 79 L.Ed. 1331; Tulee v. State of Washington, 316 

U.S. 681, 62 S.Ct. 862, 86 L.Ed. 1115. 

74 United States v.. Mitchell (“Mitchell II”), 463 U.S. 206, 225, 103 S.Ct. 2961, 77 L.Ed.2d 580 

(1983) 
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owes to Alaska Natives. Forest Service should take these obligations into account, not only 

because it is required under the law, but because it is the right thing to do.  

 

THE USFS SHOULD COMMIT TO MONITORING AND MITIGATION USING 

ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT TOOLS 

 

 Given the large scope of this rulemaking, and the wide variety of potential impacts of any 

of the action alternatives, the USFS should commit in this EIS to perform ongoing monitoring 

and mitigation to minimize any impacts, both foreseen and unforeseen. As set forth by 40 CFR 

1502.14 (f), in the section of the DEIS addressing the alternatives selection, the agency shall 

“Include appropriate mitigation measures not already included in the proposed action or 

alternatives.” This DEIS does not lay out or commit to any mitigation measures, relegating these 

instead to project-level impact statements. Though it is not necessary that a DEIS of this scope to 

propose site-specific mitigation strategies, the USFS should develop an adaptive management 

plan that addresses large-scale decision making processes and how these can be utilized to 

address unforeseen conditions that may arise in the future. 

 Beyond mitigation, monitoring in the Tongass to ensure the environmental conditions pan 

out as predicted in this DEIS should be undertaken. Per 40 CFR 1505.2 (c), the agency shall 

“State whether all practicable means to avoid or minimize environmental harm from the 

alternative selected have been adopted, and if not, why they were not. A monitoring and 

enforcement program shall be adopted and summarized where applicable for any mitigation.”  

 Adaptive management is the correct tool for the USFS to adopt in this DEIS. Developing 

a plan to monitor for any deviations from the predicted environmental outcomes of this decision 

making process, and then adjust USFS policies and procedures to address those deviations, 

would ensure the key issues laid out by this DEIS are being attended to in an ongoing manner. 
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An adaptive management plan laid out in a supplemental DEIS should develop policy and 

procedural actions that the USFS could take if any of the key issues are being negatively affected 

by this rulemaking. SMART goals should be developed around the key issues in order to ensure 

that the agency is able to keep the key issues in focus after this decision making process has 

concluded. SMART goals are developed around the principles of specificity, measurability, 

achievability, relevance, and timeliness. Following this framework will ensure that the mitigation 

and monitoring goals being set are clear, focused, and likely to be met based on the existing 

conditions and the capacities of the agency. The agency should note that any mitigation or 

monitoring actions committed to in the DEIS are binding, per 40 CFR 1502.3. 

The USFS should pay additional attention to adaptive management if it settles on any of 

the action alternatives as their preferred alternative. Without providing more information (as has 

been requested in this comment), committing to monitoring and mitigation is especially crucial, 

as not enough information has been provided in this DEIS to prove that impacts will be less than 

substantial.  

THE USFS IS PROHIBITED FROM ENGAGING IN AGENCY ACTION THAT IS 

OTHERWISE CONTRARY TO THE LAW  

The APA compels courts to hold unlawful and set aside agency action that is “otherwise 

not in accordance with law”75 As explained in previous sections of this comment, the USFS risks 

having their rulemaking on this matter overturned in court under the ESA, the NHPA, NEPA, 

and the APA. In order to rectify these issues, the USFS should contact the U.S Fish and Wildlife 

Service and the National Marine Fisheries Service to make sure they have up to date information 

regarding the existence of listed species and critical habitat within the Tongass National Forest. 

 

75 5 U.S. Code § 706 
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UFSF would also be wise to reconsider their determination that an undertaking is not being 

considered in relation to this rulemaking, to attempt to do a better job consulting with Alaska 

Native Tribes and start work on a high-level cultural resources survey and a supplemental DEIS.  

The USFS has no requirement under NEPA to conduct a worse case analysis,76 but 

NEPA does require consideration of reasonably foreseeable consequences of the agency action77 

as well as mitigation78 and those requirements have not been met in this case, as the USFS has 

failed to consider reasonably foreseeable consequences related to several aspects of this 

rulemaking, especially related to how the predicted consequences of the action alternatives will 

change if the 2016 Forest Plan is amended after this rulemaking has already occurred. Finally, 

The Forest Service will have an easier time demonstrating that there is a rational connection 

between the facts found and the choice made under the APA if the FEIS includes a balancing of 

all the relevant factors involved in this rulemaking, which can be implemented through a cost 

benefit analysis.  

CONCLUSION  

 

Though the USFS did a commendable job in selecting the goals it decided to focus on 

furthering in this rulemaking as laid out in the key issues in the DEIS, ultimately the USFS has 

done an unsatisfactory job demonstrating that the preferred alternative is compatible with the 

goals the USFS has laid out. The DEIS appears to be a rushed attempt to remove the protections 

of the Roadless Rule in order to pave the way for the rollback of the 2016 Forest Plan’s transition 

to new-growth timber harvest at the bequest of the timber industry and the State of Alaska. The 

manner in which this rulemaking was conducted brings up concerns that the agency may be 

 

76 Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332 (1989) 

77  40 CFR § 1502.22. 

78  40 CFR § 1502.2; 40 CFR § 1502.3. 
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under pressure from certain interest groups to take action that is not actually in the public 

interest. The lack of a cost-benefit analysis, the disregard of the agency’s duties pertinent to the 

Endangered Species Act, the agency's failure to act in accordance with its obligations under the 

National Historic Preservation Act, and the omission of a mitigation and monitoring plan point to 

the overall incomplete nature of this DEIS. 

It is simply not a rational decision to risk damage to Southeast Alaska’s more successful 

industries like recreation, tourism, fishing, and subsistence uses, along with non-economic values 

like the existence value of the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, in order to prolong 

the life of the area’s struggling timber industry 

This comment has laid out a multitude of suggestions that the USFS should follow in 

order to more completely inform its decision making process. Implementing these suggestions 

will lead the USFS to a more complete understanding of the issues facing the Tongass and the 

people who depend on it and will inform a better final agency action. It will also prevent the 

USFS from having the hard work put into this rulemaking set aside in future litigation.  

Thank you for your time in considering the suggestions laid out in this comment and 

thank you for your dedication to guiding the future of the Tongass.  



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leslie 
Last name: Janoe 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Leslie Janoe and I live in Half Moon Bay, California. 
 
Rolling back the Roadless Rule does not make sense. Not from an economic, or environmental sense. It is 
essentially giving away a public asset to a narrow private industry. It is subsidizing companies with 
irreplaceable public assets. It is not wise policy. It would be a betrayal of the public trust and of your 
responsibility. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Leslie Janoe 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Janousek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support maintenance of the roadless rule in the Tongass National 
 
Forest, except for the occasional exemption that might benefit green energy projects or other beneficial projects 
for Native Alaskan Communities. With the ever increasing human footprint across the globe, it is more 
important than ever that we preserve wilderness wherever possible. Alaska is one of our great wilderness 
treasures in the United States and we should prioritize preservation of this forest for its benefits to salmonids, 
wilderness values, and for the economic benefits of natural lands recreation that are important to Alaska's 
economy. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Janowiecki 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The U.S. Forest service should protect its forests from private logging and long-term ecological damage. Do not 
fucking open the Tongass National Forest to logging. The Roadless rule needs to stand. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nick 
Last name: Jans 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment on Tongass Roadless Rule 
 
As a 40-year Alaska resident, 20 of them in Southeast Alaska, I strongly oppose allowing road building and 
logging in the Tongass National Forest in areas now covered by the Roadless Rule. My choice is alternative 
number one. As an outdoors person, avid fisher, and lifelong student of ecological issues, I fully understand the 
impact of logging, especially rare stands of high volume old growth timber, on adadromous species, including 
all five species of salmon, steelhead, cutthroat trout and Dolly Varden char. As a resident of Hoonah, I directly 
witnessed the obvious, precipitous decline of steelhead and salmon in Game Creek and Spaski Creek following 
intensive logging in those two drainages, and the alteration of those drainages' flowage characteristics. 
 
All trees are NOT created equal. I fully appreciate the importance of high volume old growth timber in 
maintaining ecological health by providing important habitat for deer and Alexander Archipelago wolves. High 
volume old growth is NOT a renewable resource, in that it requires literally centuries to reach its apex size; 
some existing trees in the Tongass were growing in the time of Shakespeare, and even the Middle Ages. There 
always was very little high volume old growth timber in the Tongass, and now we are down to around one to 
two percent of total land area in the Tongass being high volume old growth. Targeting any of this invaluable, 
exceedingly rare timber by building roads is short-sighted management. 
 
There is sufficient non-high volume old growth timber to sustain existing logging needs in areas already 
reached by existing roads and other access means, including selective helicopter logging. Logging in the 
Tongass was always a subsidized endeavor that favored the profit of a few at the expense of the many citizens 
to whom the Tongass belongs, collectively. 
 
I support alternative one, as all other alternatives do not satisfactorily avoid impact on fisheries, forest ecology, 
and aesthetics. 
 
Sincerely, Nick Jans 
 
Haines, AK 99827 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5051 
 
Dear Secrtary Perdue and Chief Chistensen, 
 
I'm writing from Skagway Alaska, and work for a company that operates within the Tongass National Rainforest 
as a tourism company. Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and 
protect all inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the last remaining intact old-growth temperate rainforests in the world, and its 
value in providing endless recreation opportunities, clean water, and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic, cultural, and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the 2001 National Roadless 
Rule intact and current protections in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Roadless Rule is among the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government had ever adopted. Not only does it preserve that pristine habitat, but it also saves untold millions 
of taxpayer dollors that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the 
Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful roadbuilding and logging is 
particularly relevent in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unsustainable taxpayer subsides. 
 
Lastly, the 2001 National Roadless Rule is well designed and flexible enough to allow for access and 
development projects. Since 2009 48 projects have been approved in the Tongass, the majority relating to 
surface exploration of potential mining and hydropower. The USFS has also taken steps to expedite the 
approval process, now taking only one to three weeks for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
For these reasons, again, I strongly urge you to select the "no-action" alternation on the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
 
Thank you 
 
[Signature] 
 
Jeremy Jansen 
 
[email address] 
 
Skagway, AK 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6402 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
I'm writing from Skagway Alaska, and work for a company that operates within the Tongass National Rainforest 
as a tourism company. Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and 
protect all inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule. 
The Tongass contains some of the last remaining intact old-growth temperate rainforests in the world, and its 
value in providing endless recreation opportunities, clean water, and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic, cultural, and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the 2001 National Roadless 
intact and current protections in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
The Roadless Rule is among the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve that pristine habitat, but it also saves untold millions 
of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The value of the 
Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful roadbuilding and logging is 
particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unsustainable taxpayer subsidies.  
Lastly, the 2001 National Roadless Rule is well designed and flexible enough to allow for access and 
development projects. Since 2009 48 projects have been approved in the Tongass, the majority relating to 
surface exploration of potential mining and hydropower. The USFS has also taken steps to expedite this 
approval process, now taking only once to three weeks for the Tongass National Forest. 
For these reasons, again, I strongly urge you to select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific 
Roadless Rule and keep the 2001 National Roadless Rule on the Tongass. 
Thank you 
[Signature] 
Jeremy Jansen 
Skagway, AK 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joseph 
Last name: Jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5231 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have spent many days hiking, camping and fishing in the Tsongass Dorset. Keep wild places wild. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Jansen 
 
Atlantic Highlands, NJ 07716 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: jansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert jansen and I live in Missouri City, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert jansen 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Janssen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Logging in the Tongas National Forest 
 
I am opposed to ending the roadless rule. The past is why I oppose the resumption of clear cut logging. Before 
the roadless rule, it was all clear cut logging and destruction of a remarkably beautiful Alaska. There was 
impact to the fishing industry and tourism and destination hunting. It was logging at a loss, that is just a silly 
thing to do. If it costs more to put the roads in and administer the activity it is not worth doing. It is a different 
world in the Southeast now than it was before, there are very few saw mills now so the logs will all be shipped 
out and the jobs and local industry argument is not applicable. 
 
Recreation, fishing and tourism is worth more to the state than logging at a loss. Recreation and tourism is a 
renewable resource, logging old growth is a once in 100 years. Nobody wants to go look at or hike or hunt in a 
clear cut, just imagine the cruise ship industry having their passengers looking at clear cuts instead of trees. 
There is a viable recreation and tourism industry now unlike many years ago. The change is obvious with the 
change in the opinion of the local residents in the area. Years ago there were many people that were against 
the roadless rule, now most of them are for keeping the roadless rule. 
 
If there was a way to do smaller scale logging with local resources doing value added selective logging, I would 
not be opposed to that. 
 
Please preserve the wildness of Alaska and not pay some other country to take it away from here. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Janssen 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Janus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kevin Janus and I live in Green Lane, Pennsylvania. 
 
The Tongass provides vital habitat for eagles, bears, wolves, salmon, and countless other species. Alaska 
Natives such as the Tlingit rely upon its lands and waters for their livelihood and culture. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Kevin Janus 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Desiree 
Last name: Janzen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
it's time to open and give the people access to the tongass I'm am for repealing the entire roadless rule and 
start creating jobs for Alaskans 
 
Desiree Janzen 
 
resident of Ak. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gayle 
Last name: Janzen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gayle Janzen and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
We need more trees to help combat climate change so its ludicrous to propose to rollback the Roadless Area 
Conservation Rule in AK or anywhere else for that matter. The Tongass NF is a rare temperate rainforest that 
is home to eagles, bears, wolves, salmon and many other species. It is also a world class tourism destination 
that brings in way more money for the local communities than the destructive timber industry will. The FS is 
supposed to protect our forests especially old growth forests - not sell them off to the highest bidder. Do the 
right thing by respecting our right to clean air and water and preserve this beautiful forest for future generations. 
With climate chaos bearing down with more severity every year, its essential for the FS to choose the No 
Action alternative. Its the right thing to do. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gayle Janzen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:23:35 PM 
First name: Stan 
Last name: Janzick 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Stan Janzick 
Bronx, NY 10465 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Justin 
Last name: Jarrard 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Have we not destroyed enough? When will the avarice end? We must not keep destroying our planet. Climate 
change will not get any better destroying forests. I do not agree with the proposed plan. Instead of logging all 
the first, use help that can be regrown in a matter of weeks. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Jarratt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We MUST preserve our environment!!! We DON'T need more oil and we can not continue to destroy PUBLIC 
LANDS so a handful of people can make money!!!! STAND UP for our children' future and do the right 
thung!!!!!! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elaine 
Last name: Jarrett 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elaine Jarrett and I live in Snowmass,  Colorado, 81654 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elaine Jarrett 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Jarvis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass - please support Alternative 1 
 
I am writing in support of Alternative 1 to keep the Tongass National Forest under the Roadless Rule. These 
old growth forests are a treasure beyond compare, and they can never be replaced. If we log these forests, 
future generations will wonder how we could have been so stupid and short-sighted. Also, I am currently 
planning for my fourth trip to Alaska ... tourists like me spend a lot of money in Alaska, and it is places like the 
Tongass that draw us. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Eric Jarvis 
 
Colorado 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Jarvis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3530 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ryan Jarvis 
 
Boulder, CO 80301 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Jarvis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3530 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area 
protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Ryan Jarvis 
Boulder, CO 80301 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sam 
Last name: Jarvis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I urge the Forest Service to reconsider its attempt to exempt any part of the Tongass National Forest from the 
Roadless Rule and open it to logging operations. The Tongass is one of the few areas of the United States that 
remains ecologically undisturbed, particularly the 165,000 acres under consideration that are old-growth forest, 
areas that so far remain virtually untouched by humans. Equally importantly, places of great natural beauty 
such as the Tongass form an integral part of America's national consciousness, and we should strive to 
preserve them in celebration of the splendor of the land we live on. This lasting treasure is worth much more 
than small, short-term gain to economic growth. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gosia 
Last name: Jarzembowska 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gosia Jarzembowska and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gosia Jarzembowska 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Jaskowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3777 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joe Jaskowski 
 
Harrison Township, MI 48045 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Jaskowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3777 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Joe Jaskowski 
Harrison Township, MI 48045 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Jasneski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As an avid hiker and outdoors person, Americans like me value these mostly untouched lands in a number of 
ways, and destroying them for me and future Americans is unconscionable! Once cut, these forests will NEVER 
be the same! Please think of the wildlife, the nature, and the millions of Americans that LOVE these lands. 
 
Please, Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sharon Jasneski 
 
Pittsburgh, PA 15215 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 7:54:29 PM 
First name: Corey 
Last name: Jasper 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Corey Jasper and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have been in South East Alaska since my freshmen year, 
and I have seen first hand on how it affects lives here in Sitka. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, 
practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island. 
I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest 
Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 
and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts transition to second growth logging.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Jaudzemis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Jaudzemis and I live in Cedar Bluffs, Nebraska. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Jaudzemis 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Jauregui 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marie Jauregui and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
It is our responsibility to do better for the next generation. It is our responsibility to stop damaging the 
environment we leave behind. It is our responsibility to protect the animals. We are failing all of these 
responsibilities please se this and help. Its not too late, this can be a step towards making some of these 
responsibilities. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Marie Jauregui 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Jauron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3433 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I and 5 of my buddies fish Alaska twice a year every year. Please leave the Roadless Rule unchanged. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jim Jauron 
 
Sparks, NV 89441 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Jauron 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3433 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
I and 5 of my buddies fish Alaska twice a year every year. Please leave the Roadless Rule unchanged.  
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jim Jauron 
Sparks, NV 89441 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: javacats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Park 
 
Please do not allow any development. 
 
Sent from Samsung Galaxy smartphone. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: javacats 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Park 
 
Please don't allow any development in The Tonga Forest of Alaska. 
 
Sent from Samsung Galaxy smartphone. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anthony 
Last name: Jaworski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I choose alternative one. I am against the logging in the Tongass National Forest 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dee 
Last name: Jay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC127 
 
Growing up in the Tongass has been an unbelievable blessing. There is no where quite like it on Earth. Truly, 
I've looked. The Tongass has a way of growing into your bones. I can't possibly express how important it is that 
we keep this place and it's people wild and free. 
 
So it is I write in hopes of keeping all this beauty and force roadless. Let's work together and save our home. 
 
Thank You. 
 
[Image of blob feature with hat labeled "me"] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Walter 
Last name: Jay 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Walter Jay and I live in Fernandina, Florida. 
 
 
Once its gone its gone forever and never coming back.  Please do the right thing! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Walter Jay 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: jaycrondahl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule 
 
Don't change the roadless rule ! Net zero CO2 emissions can not be approached by road building. . Help us 
clean up Earths greenhouse of man made pollution by not bulldozing new roads. . A. J Crondahl  
 
Ak . 99801 
 
Sent from Samsung tablet 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jaynes 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No logging or road building in the Tongas NF!Keep wilderness roadless. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 11:32:49 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Jazo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tyler Jazo and I live in Palmer, Alaska. I worked for a summer in 2017 in skagway Alaska and that 
was my first time seeing the forests of southeast Alaska, I was born and raised in palmer Alaska. I believe the 
damage done to the tongass will not out weight what's being promised by building a road there. We as human 
beings are part of nature and we should not allow the almighty dollar to win against our life giving forests. Don't 
do something we Alaskans will regret in the future, but be proud you stood up against corruption when Alaska 
needed you most. Sincerely a life long Alaskan I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my the conservation of 
resources for future generations  the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, 
the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, practicing my culture, recreating, the peace and 
solitude I find in nature, foraging for wild foods, subsistence harvesting, hunting, fishing. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  keeping public lands wild for future generations, 
viewing wildlife, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, recreating and enjoying nature, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, healthy fish 
habitat. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because We know it's wrong 
to damage our lungs hence we should not damage the lungs of the earth.  
 
Listen to the people of Alaska. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic 
development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development 
opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and 
commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Jazo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I was born and raised in Alaska. I hope all future generations of alaskans will be able to explore the tongass as 
I have been blessed to do. We need the tongass and if it's about money it's not a good idea to allow old growth 
logging when more people would want to see the forest as it is now... think of how we will be remembered. As 
people who only cared about ourselves or as real Alaskans living at the edge of the world & protecting the 
earth. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/28/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Jazo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tyler 
Last name: Jazo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
[Attached postcard received 12/31/2019. Redacted to protect personally identifiable information. Original is in 
the project record.] 
 
Text: 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest remaining intact temperate 
rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and wildlife is essential to the 
economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska, Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate 
change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Name: 
 
Address: 
 
City: Zip: 
 
Email: 
 
Phone: 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please fully and permanently maintain ALL protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to ENERGETICALLY support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I FULLY support keeping the HIGHLY EFFECTIVE, current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the ICONIC, IRREPLACEABLE, ECOLOGICALLY UNIQUE Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains 
some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its EXTREME value in providing 
LIFE-SUSTAINING clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is ABSOLUTELY essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska AND OUR ONLY PLANET. I VEHEMENTLY urge you to keep the 
CRUCIALLY NEEDED federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska. 
 
In addition, I AM TOTALLY SICKENED BY and strongly object to your HEINOUSLY UNWARRANTED plans to 
reduce and remove IMPERATIVE protections from our national forest's roadless areas. The Roadless Rule is 
one of the MOST EFFECTIVE, smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal Government 
has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it also saves 
untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to EGREGIOUSLY subsidize COMPLETELY 
UNNECESSARY AND UNWANTED, money-losing timber sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and ALWAYS require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. THE VERY SUGGESTION OF LOGGING THERE 
IS BLATANTLY COUNTER-INTUITIVE! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Jean 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: [illegible] 
Last name: Jeanette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6210 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Please listen! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No maybe? 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
Here I am once again, strongly urging you to do the right thing and support the No-Action Alternative for the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I favor keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. It's 
the only responsible choice to make. The Tongass contains some of the largest untouched old-growth 
temperate rain forest in the world. The Tongass and forests like it are the lungs of planet Earth; they inhale 
dirty, poisonous carbon dioxide and exhale clean, life-giving oxygen. Furthermore, they trap the carbon dioxide 
and keep it from re-entering the atmosphere, which it most certainly will do if the Tongass is logged. 
 
The Tongass also provides clean water for fish and wildlife habitat, which is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current 
protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your irresponsible and misguided plans to reduce and remove protections from 
our national forests' roadless areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land 
management policies the Federal Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve our public lands, 
which are our legacy to future generations, but it also protects some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, 
as well as saving untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing 
timber sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require unconscionable, unreasonable, and unacceptable taxpayer subsidies of private profit. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Jeanine 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jeannette 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No action 
 
I oppose the proposed exemption to the roadless rule in the Tongass National Forrest. 
 
I urge you to support the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. 
 
Having lived in the Tongass for 1/2 of my life I can say that it is one of the last remaining temperate rain forest 
left standing and is vital to our nations health. It is vital to the salmon industry and the wildlife that live in the 
Tongass and feed the families of SE Alaska. 
 
Don't let the Trump administration I do the progress that we have made as a country. 
 
Jeannette Elkins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Jeanson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please do not open up the Tongass National Forest to logging operations. 
 
This is one of the last pristine and largest remaining PNW temperate rainforests and should be left forever wild. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Jefferies 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
All intact forests should be off limits to logging. To allow logging in the Tongass National Forest would be crime 
against the Earth and must not happen. It would be a giveaway to monied interests by stealing from our 
children's future. Hemp will replace the need for cutting forests. To allow logging in the Tongass National 
Forest is INSANE. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sadie 
Last name: Jefferis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5027 
 
I Sadie Jefferis am horrified that you can just cut down such a massive forest as we are literally having the 
lungs of the world burn down. This is our world and I need to breath. So I want oxygen please. 
 
Please use any alternative sources please I need to breath to live please [sad face].You will make me sad after 
if you don't. 
 
Alternative one; yes 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Jeffers 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose the Proposed Rule which will exempt the Tongas National Forest from the 2001 Roadless 
Rule.  
The Roadless Rule fights climate change.  The Tongass National Forest stores the equivalent of 8 percent of 
all the stored carbon in the Lower 48's national forests put together, making it one of the most important carbon 
sinks in the country.  
The Roadless Rule protects drinking water, salmon runs (80% of commercial salmon in SE Alaska), and 
imperiled wildlife. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Jefferson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5020 
 
I, Emma Jefferson, would like to ask that you enact *alternative 1* for the Tongass Forest [text triple underlined 
for emphasis]. This forest is ancient and deserves to be witnessed by those who come after us. Old-growth 
forests are a resource that are not easily renewed. Many rare animals make their home in the Tongass 
National Forest. Please help protect this beautiful land and the animals that live there. Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Emma 
Last name: Jefferson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5028 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I support *alternative 1* for the Tongass National Forest [text underlined multiple times for emphasis*. The 
Tongasss National Forest is an important habitat for many species of animals. Also, there are not many 
remaining old growth in the United States. The Tongass National Forest is a National Treasure that needs to be 
preserved for future generations. 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jane 
Last name: Jefferson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternative One 
 
Hello, 
 
I choose Alternative One and do not support logging or road building in the Tongass National Forest. The 
ancient trees have intrinsic value not only for their majestic beauty but also as carbon storage, helping to 
mitigate climate change. And once they're gone, they're gone. 
 
Thank you for protecting our one and only planet. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jane Jefferson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1376 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC189 
 
Please do *NOT* [Text underlined for emphasis], add Roads to the Tongass. Keep them *Roadless* [Text 
underlined for emphasis]! I want to show my family How beautiful it is. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jeffery 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Jeffrey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Jeffrey and I live in Denver, North Carolina. 
 
We cant continue to rape Mother Earth.We should learn from primitive cultures that give back resources every 
time they borrow from her. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Jeffrey 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: lynne 
Last name: jeffries 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is lynne jeffries and I live in Laguna Niguel, California. 
 
We must start at some point to make sure we save some wild lands for our future generations. Bears Ears is 
too valuable to sacrifice to special interests! Do the right thingsave this precious area for a legacy for our 
childrens children!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, lynne jeffries 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jehn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3968 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Jehn 
Cochranton, PA 16314 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jehn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3968 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Jehn 
 
Cochranton, PA 16314 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Jekson Sr. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1469 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 4:57:38 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Jelf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
When the future of human civilization is threatened by a climatic conflagration,  further destruction of arboreal 
ecosystems constitutes waging of war against Earthlings by themselves, or at least by a  traitorous, narcissistic 
fringe of lunatics among them. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michael Jelf 
Lomita, CA 90717 
mikejelf1@gmail.com 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Jelf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
When the future of human civilization is threatened by a climatic conflagration, further destruction of arboreal 
ecosystems constitutes waging of war against Earthlings by themselves, or at least by a traitorous, narcissistic 
fringe of lunatics among them. 
 
As you know the Tongass is America's wildest remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of 
roadless areas. And it's home to a wide range of wildlife. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain "Roadless Rule" 
protections for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michael Jelf 
 
Lomita, CA 90717 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Jelich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is of the utmost importance that the Tongass National Forest stays included in the 2001 roadless rule. 
Allowing roads to be built through the Tongass national Forest would be a grave mistake. The state of Alaska 
has plenty of access to natural resources development and the Tongass should be considered a national 
treasure and maintained as such, left untouched and undeveloped. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mark 
Last name: Jelinek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5753 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
TS:1 RR:N RS:7 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Janet 
Last name: Jendzel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5072 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As an interested person who spent many summers in Alaska, I am very upset by the sneaky and corrupt 
decisions made about many areas of Alaska that should not be ruined for greed. Once these areas are 
destroyed they cannot go back to the original beauty they once held. What are you thinking? Does no one care 
about the destruction of areas which hold the keys to wildlife sanctuaries? I am appalled at the lack of oversight 
to protect these beautiful lands and streams. Please stop this! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Janet Jendzel 
 
Greeley, CO 80631 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adriene 
Last name: Jenik 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Adriene Jenik and I live in Twentynine Palms, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Protecting intact forest lands is critical for our cultural heritage and to enable the indigenous communities who 
depend on it for their way of life to continue to sustain themselves. At a time when we are losing forest land to 
fires and droughts, we need to be good stewards of forest land in our territory. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest 
supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain 
roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact 
recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including 
the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amela 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5632 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Benjamin 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
DO NOT TOUCH THE TONGAS! We need MORE trees, especially old growth. 
 
A common misconception is that because trees require carbon to grow, younger forests that are still in 
development are more effective natural carbon sinks than old-growth forests are. Research suggests, however, 
that it is in fact the oldest trees that serve as the most effective carbon sinks. This is because the oldest, largest 
trees typically have the greatest mass of leaves, which themselves rely on carbon to grow. When the leaves fall 
and decompose, some of the carbon does get released back into the atmosphere. Much of it, however, 
migrates down into the soil, where it can serve as a useful nutrient and not as a contributor to climate change. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization: Conservatives for Responsible Stewardship 
Title: President 
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 13, 2019 
 
Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802 
 
Dear Mr. Ken Tu: 
 
On behalf of Conservatives for Responsible Stewardship (CRS), a national grassroots organization of 
stewardship-minded conservatives, and its more than 14,000 members, I write to urge the U.S. Forest Service 
(USFS) to choose the "no action" alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule (Alternative #1). Keeping the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in place in Alaska will protect taxpayers from uneconomical and heavily subsided logging activities and 
road construction. 
 
As a taxpayer funded boondoggle, logging in Tongass National Forest is worse than Solyndra. A recent report 
from Taxpayers for Common Sense found that timber sales on the Tongass have cost the American taxpayers 
roughly $600 million since 1999, or $30 million per year on average in 2018 dollars[mdash]and that is with the 
Roadless Rule in place.0F1 Weakening the Roadless Rule to prop up even more subsidized uneconomical 
logging activity would be a fiscal nightmare. 
 
Since its promulgation in 2001, the Roadless Rule has limited wasteful and environmentally damaging 
roadbuilding and logging on millions of acres of Forest Service land across 38 states. Limitations on these 
activities have helped protect against taxpayer losses and conserve high-value national forest lands. 
 
A key strength of the Roadless Rule is that while it protects some of America's last remaining undeveloped 
national forests, it also provides flexibility for activities such as mechanized recreation, hydropower 
development, mining operations and access roads, fire prevention and public safety, and the maintenance of 
 
1 Taxpayers for Common Sense, "Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the 
Tongass" (2019), https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf. 
 
 
 
connections between communities. The Rule is also flexible in that it allows the Forest Service to 
accommodate reasonable needs for road building and logging in roadless areas. In fact, the agency has 
approved all 58 projects that have been proposed in Tongass roadless areas since the Roadless Rule went 
into effect. 
 
The importance of the Roadless Rule is especially apparent in the Tongass National Forest. Due to high road 
building and transportations costs, lack of sawmill capacity, and low timber values, the Tongass has the least 
economically efficient timber sale program in the National Forest System. 
 



Maintaining existing Roadless protections in Alaska will help save taxpayers millions of dollars by limiting costly 
new road building in harsh and inaccessible terrain. Road construction costs on the Tongass average $185,000 
per mile, and can be as high as $322,378 per mile on steep slopes, with maintenance and repair costs 
averaging $50,000 per mile.1F2 
 
These costs are largely absorbed by the USFS, which already has a $3.2 billion maintenance backlog resulting 
from its massive 371,000-mile road network. Continuing to burden this system by adding more roads will either 
defer more critical infrastructure maintenance or will force additional funding allocations from Congress. We 
strongly oppose the waste of taxpayer money to subsidize a program that does not net value back to the 
taxpayers. 
 
From the 1950s to the 1990s, the Tongass yielded significant amounts of timber for pulp, paper, and lumber, 
and supported thousands of jobs in Southeast Alaska. But since then, market forces have drastically changed 
that industry, and today the Tongass supports fewer than 100 timber jobs, which account for less than one 
percent of regional employment. Tourism and fishing, on the other hand, represent 26 percent of jobs in the 
region. A total exemption from the Roadless Rule will not revive Southeast Alaska's failing timber industry and 
will directly threaten the thriving and sustainable fishing and tourism industries. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest remaining tracts of temperate old-growth rainforest in the world, 
helping make it the country's single most important national forest for carbon storage and climate change 
mitigation. The forest holds about 650 million tons of carbon, representing roughly half of 2017 U.S. carbon 
dioxide emissions from the electric, industry, transportation, agriculture, and commercial/residential sectors.2F3 
Carbon stored in the Tongass makes up about 11 percent of the carbon currently stored in U.S. forests.3F4 
 
2 Alexander, S. J., Dr., Henderson, E. B., & Coleman, R. (2010). Economic Analysis of Southeast Alaska: 
Envisioning a Sustainable Economy with Thriving Communities [Abstract]. Forest Service Alaska Region, p. 1-
98. 
 
3 Tongass National Forest. Draft Environmental Impacts Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Rule, p. 
3-124, section Carbon Storage Aboveground. 
 
4 Ibid. 
 
 
 
If logged, much of this stored carbon will be released into the atmosphere, accelerating climate change. Any 
"second growth" trees will not store nearly as much carbon. By simply not clearcutting these areas and keeping 
the Roadless Rule in place, the Tongass can continue to be a low cost part of our country's response to climate 
change. 
 
It is critical that Alaska's national forests be managed in a fiscally responsible way. Timber harvesting on 
national forests is a viable multiple use activity, providing jobs and producing valuable products. However, from 
an economic and environmental standpoint, we cannot justify opening up more roadless areas in the Tongass 
for timber sales for the reasons stated above. Keeping the Roadless Rule intact will safeguard the government 
from incurring needless debt, align the Tongass' management direction with the realities of Southeast Alaska's 
commercial trends, and help fight climate change. 
 
While speaking of America's great forests and other natural wonders, President Reagan wisely pointed out, 
"This is our patrimony. This is what we leave to our children. And our great moral responsibility is to leave it to 
them either as we found it or better than we found it." 
 
Thank you for considering our request that the Forest Service pursue a fiscally responsible, environmentally 
sound course of action by selecting Alternative #1, the "no action" alternative. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
[signature] 
 
David Jenkins  



 President 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



 

December 13, 2019 

Ken Tu, Interdisciplinary Team Leader 

Alaska Roadless Rule 

USDA Forest Service 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802 

Dear Mr. Ken Tu: 

On behalf of Conservatives for Responsible Stewardship (CRS), a national 

grassroots organization of stewardship-minded conservatives, and its more than 

14,000 members, I write to urge the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) to choose the “no 

action” alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and the 

proposed Alaska Roadless Rule (Alternative #1). Keeping the Roadless Area 

Conservation Rule (Roadless Rule) in place in Alaska will protect taxpayers from 

uneconomical and heavily subsided logging activities and road construction.  

As a taxpayer funded boondoggle, logging in Tongass National Forest is worse 

than Solyndra. A recent report from Taxpayers for Common Sense found that 

timber sales on the Tongass have cost the American taxpayers roughly $600 

million since 1999, or $30 million per year on average in 2018 dollars—and that is 

with the Roadless Rule in place. 0 F
1 Weakening the Roadless Rule to prop up even 

more subsidized uneconomical logging activity would be a fiscal nightmare.  

Since its promulgation in 2001, the Roadless Rule has limited wasteful and 

environmentally damaging roadbuilding and logging on millions of acres of Forest 

Service land across 38 states. Limitations on these activities have helped protect against 

taxpayer losses and conserve high-value national forest lands. 

A key strength of the Roadless Rule is that while it protects some of America’s last 

remaining undeveloped national forests, it also provides flexibility for activities 

such as mechanized recreation, hydropower development, mining operations and 

access roads, fire prevention and public safety, and the maintenance of 

1 Taxpayers for Common Sense, “Cutting Our Losses: 20 Years of Money-Losing Timber Sales in the Tongass” 

(2019), https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf.  

https://www.taxpayer.net/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/TCS-Cutting-Our-Losses-2019-.pdf


connections between communities. The Rule is also flexible in that it allows the 

Forest Service to accommodate reasonable needs for road building and logging in 

roadless areas. In fact, the agency has approved all 58 projects that have been 

proposed in Tongass roadless areas since the Roadless Rule went into effect.  

The importance of the Roadless Rule is especially apparent in the Tongass 

National Forest. Due to high road building and transportations costs, lack of 

sawmill capacity, and low timber values, the Tongass has the least economically 

efficient timber sale program in the National Forest System.  

Maintaining existing Roadless protections in Alaska will help save taxpayers 

millions of dollars by limiting costly new road building in harsh and inaccessib le 

terrain. Road construction costs on the Tongass average $185,000 per mile, and 

can be as high as $322,378 per mile on steep slopes, with maintenance and repair 

costs averaging $50,000 per mile. 1F
2  

These costs are largely absorbed by the USFS, which already has a $3.2 billion 

maintenance backlog resulting from its massive 371,000-mile road network. 

Continuing to burden this system by adding more roads will either defer more 

critical infrastructure maintenance or will force additional funding allocations 

from Congress. We strongly oppose the waste of taxpayer money to subsidize a 

program that does not net value back to the taxpayers.  

From the 1950s to the 1990s, the Tongass yielded significant amounts of timber 

for pulp, paper, and lumber, and supported thousands of jobs in Southeast Alaska. 

But since then, market forces have drastically changed that industry, and today 

the Tongass supports fewer than 100 timber jobs, which account for less than one 

percent of regional employment. Tourism and fishing, on the other hand, 

represent 26 percent of jobs in the region. A total exemption from the Roadless 

Rule will not revive Southeast Alaska’s failing timber industry and will directly 

threaten the thriving and sustainable fishing and tourism industries.  

The Tongass contains some of the largest remaining tracts of temperate old-

growth rainforest in the world, helping make it the country’s single most 

important national forest for carbon storage and climate change mitigation. The 

forest holds about 650 million tons of carbon, representing roughly half of 2017 

U.S. carbon dioxide emissions from the electric, industry, transportation, 

agriculture, and commercial/residential sectors.2 F
3 Carbon stored in the Tongass 

makes up about 11 percent of the carbon currently stored in U.S. forests. 3 F
4  

2 Alexander, S. J., Dr., Henderson, E. B., & Coleman, R. (2010). Economic Analysis of Southeast Alaska: 

Envisioning a Sustainable Economy with Thriving Communities [Abstract]. Forest Service Alaska Region, p. 1-98. 

3 Tongass National Forest. Draft Environmental Impacts Statement Rulemaking for Alaska Roadless Rule, p. 3-124, 

section Carbon Storage Aboveground.  

4 Ibid. 



If logged, much of this stored carbon will be released into the atmosphere, 

accelerating climate change. Any “second growth” trees will not store nearly as 

much carbon. By simply not clearcutting these areas and keeping the Roadless 

Rule in place, the Tongass can continue to be a low cost part of our country’s 

response to climate change. 

It is critical that Alaska’s national forests be managed in a fiscally responsible 

way. Timber harvesting on national forests is a viable multiple use activity, 

providing jobs and producing valuable products. However, from an economic and 

environmental standpoint, we cannot justify opening up more roadless areas in the 

Tongass for timber sales for the reasons stated above. Keeping the Roadless Rule 

intact will safeguard the government from incurring needless debt, align the 

Tongass’ management direction with the realities  of Southeast Alaska’s 

commercial trends, and help fight climate change. 

While speaking of America’s great forests and other natural wonders, President 

Reagan wisely pointed out, “This is our patrimony. This is what we leave to our 

children. And our great moral responsibility is to leave it to them either as we found it 

or better than we found it.” 

Thank you for considering our request that the Forest Service pursue a fiscally 

responsible, environmentally sound course of action by selecting Alternative #1, the 

“no action” alternative. 

Respectfully, 

 

David Jenkins  

President 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Holly Jenkins and I live in Pendletn Cnty, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Holly Jenkins 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5247 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
As a veteran outdoorsman and committed voter, I urge you to consider the impact of this issue on hunting, 
fishing, and hiking opportunities and their importance for the local economy. I have travelled frequently to 
Alaska to enjoy the pristine environment. Any change to the roadless areas would make me look elsewhere. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
James Jenkins 
 
Rye, NY 10580 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noah 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization: Capital City Fire Rescue  (Juneau, Alaska) 
Title:  
Comments: 
I am not in support of lifting the roadless rule for the Tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't implement this change. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:12:28 PM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robin Jenkins 
Dallas, OR 97338 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stacey 
Last name: Jenkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stacey Jenkins and I live in Aloha, Oregon. 
 
I have asthma along with lots of other Americans. Since Trump took office, the air quality has gotten worse. It 
makes it harder for us to breathe. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Stacey Jenkins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/29/2019 6:25:20 AM 
First name: Jennifer 
Last name: Jennifer 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jennifer Crouch and I live in Minneapolis, Alaska. I was born there, but raised in Minnesota.  The 
Tongass should not be used for foresting, it could be used for salmon. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, recreating and enjoying 
nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for 
future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because I'm not sure.. The 
State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a 
full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Jennings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The Tongass National Forest is a important ecosystem and habitat for hundreds of native wildlife and plants. It 
is a pristine land that is relatively untouched by man and should stay that way. If we cut it all down and dig up 
the earth the plants animals and everything in the rivers and creeks will suffer. There is no going back once you 
cut down an old growth forest like Tongass. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Peggy 
Last name: Jennings 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peggy Jennings and I live in Kennewick, Washington. 
 
 
We need every inch of wild land that exists in our country. We cannot give up on any piece of it! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Peggy Jennings 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Blade 
Last name: Jenpas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6286 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
*Yes*[Text circled] No 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6039 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3399 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brett Jensen 
 
Palo Cedro, CA 96073 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3399 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Brett Jensen 
Palo Cedro, CA 96073 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Craig 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3169 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Craig Jensen 
 
Edmonds, WA 98026 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donald 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5396 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
When the word "Export log" refers to the largest trees in the forest, one for reaping and sending off to foreign 
country for a quick buck, it is time to look ourselves in the mirror and ask what it means to be "conservative". As 
a property owner and tax payer of Alaska, and one who cherishes the fisheries and natural majesty of the state, 
I implore you to reconsider the opening of Roadless areas. My great uncle was a independent logger in the 
State of Washington in the Olympic Old growth forests. As a young man he professed there was no away they 
would ever come to the end of the vast old growth wilderness that was the Olympic Rainforest. Yet in his 
lifetime, and he watched it fade to a land of clear cuts and faded native salmon runs, and men arguing over the 
scraps of both. His warning to my father and my siblings was to never misuse God's natural bounty, and live 
not to consume but to conserve. Now my son worries about his future and whether there will be any resources 
left by the time he is a father. Judging by the state of our favorite places in Alaska, Montana, and Washington 
he is right to be concerned. Now instead of going to his familiar places, he talks of escaping to Mongolia or 
even Russia, to find fish of a lifetime. Do the honorable thing, and uphold the longer view of maintaining the 
natural God-given wealth that still remains. Protect that wealth and pass it on to future generations, instead of 
spending it irreparably on short term gains for a few. If cared for the value of such lands will only make us richer 
as States and as a nation. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Donald Jensen 
 
Olympia, WA 98502 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ingrid 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC224 
 
October 29, 2019 
 
ATTN: Alaska Roadless Rule - "*NO ACTION* [Text underlined for emphasis]" Option 
 
R.E: Reversal of Roadless Rule in Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear Forest Service Officials, 
 
As a life-long Alaskan who has closely watched activities and decisions that impact the state and how those 
impacts affect the lives and future of the people, I feel compelled *to oppose* [Text underlined for emphasis] 
the proposed reversal of the Roadless Rule in the Tongass N. Forest. 
 
When I learned that *the majority* [Text underlined for emphasis] of the people in the area *opposed* [Text 
underlined for emphasis] the reversal and that most of the jobs have already transitioned to tourism - which 
provides millions of dollars of income, and requires protecting and maintaining the pristine nature of the land - 
and the numbers of wildlife, bids, and fish species that depend on the habitat and having clean water, I do not 
see this move as a wise one, nor a fully investigated, reasonable option for the use of the Tongass. 
 
There must be better management options that provide responsible, thoughtful considerations - without 
removing ALL protections in one fell swoop which can only leave us wondering later, "How did this happen, and 
how do we fix it now??" 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to address my concerns, + appreciate your thoughtful and serious consideration 
of this issue. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jens 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a memeber of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rule making announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rain forest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rule-making. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeremy 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep Alaska's roadless areas protected! No new roads or logging should be permitted in these critical habitats 
for many species. Opening up these areas will harm humans and other species locally and globally by 
destroying habitat and contributing to catastrophic climate change. Please respect traditional ecological 
knowledge of indigenous land stewards. Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3575 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Jensen 
 
New Hartford, NY 13413 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3575 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
John Jensen 
New Hartford, NY 13413 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/30/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization: Retired- no employer 
Title:  
Comments: 
This is my third attempt at this. It is not just me. I have spent tine trying to do a good job and my latest work 
went down the toilet when I tried to attach a picture of round logs being loaded on a Chinese ship in the 
Tongass for export. 
 
Let me therefore cut to the chase: I support option 1, no change. The Roadless Rule is deceptive because a 
road north of Sitka is being constructed as I write. The timber industry is basically a money loser for the federal 
government which is going deeper and deeper into debt even as the economy is supposedly booming. 90% of 
timber cut in the Tongass is exported as round logs which means no processing jobs for Alaskans. You may 
disagree but, to me this is simply terrible, especially since the federal government is financing this at a loss. 
There used to be a (minimal) requirement, I believe, that logs had to be at least cut into "cants" before being 
exported. 
 
Many SE Alaska residents (that is, people who actually live there) oppose an exemption. I support the Central 
Council of Tlingit and Haida Indian Tribes of Alaska position on this matter. I am not going to risk sending a 
picture taken by one Gleb Mikhalev) again. 
 
A bias of mine is that I know that local hire was a big issue in the run-up to Alaska statehood. Remember that? 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: June 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. June Jensen 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please keep our sacred places free from roads. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kari 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat. 
 
Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest. Ancient forests are strongholds of 
climate resilience, and the Tongass is one of world's largest. 
 
All of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and logging 
across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer 
dollars every year, with zero return on investment. 
 
This is bad business for the taxpayer, and not the 'road' we want to go down. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Please keep the 'Forest' in the Forest Service. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kari Jensen 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Noah 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebekah 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Do not open the Tongass to logging. It stores a great deal of carbon removed from the atmosphere and Alaska 
is warming more than twice as fast than the planet overall. Keep the Tongass whole! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strenuously object to easing the roadless rule application in the Tongass Forest. We in Washington virtually 
decimated old-growth timber before our state regulators realized the permanent damage to the environment 
from clear-cutting and wasting of old-growth by the large timber companies, in this, the Evergreen State. The 
boreal forest in the Tongass is invaluable and unique. Please prevent the destruction of this precious natural 
resource. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Silas 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3925 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Silas Jensen 
 
Olympia, WA 98502 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 5:28:48 AM 
First name: Silas 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Silas Jensen and I live in Olympia, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
Climate change is the most important issue that our world is facing and these forests are vital to preventing the 
most catastrophic effects of this climate crisis. Wildlife and watersheds are such an important thing in my life 
and such a big part of my life and it is made clear every year that our planet is struggling. I want to do 
everything in my ability to preserve this incredible planet because everything affected by this change was here 
before us. That is why it is important to me to protect the Tongass and others across the globe. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not protect these 
priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by 
roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed 
restoration (stream and habitat) to improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, 
improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. 
We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Silas 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3925 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Silas Jensen 
Olympia, WA 98502 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Starr 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC744 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Tucker 
Last name: Jensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments on Project 54511 Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule (Alaska) 
 
11/14/19 
 
I am strongly against any changes to the Tongass Roadless Rule that was put in place the last Administration. 
 
Opening up this last great rain forest to logging and mining would being devastation to the wildlife that depends 
on this old growth habitat. 
 
It would also negatively impact neighboring communities and waterways, as well as tourism. 
 
The small, short-term gain in employment is not worth the long-term destruction of the entire ecosystem and 
environment. The residents have found other profitable careers over the past several years. 
 
Road construction and the industrial development that would follow will wipe out many if not all species native 
to the area. 
 
This absolutely SHOULD NOT HAPPEN!!! 
 
Thank you. 
 
Carol Jensen 
 
Anchorage, AK 99516 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Jenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6253 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kennell 
Last name: Jeppter 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5735 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 7:57:35 PM 
First name: Jeren 
Last name: Jeren 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jeren Schmidt and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Ive been in Southeast Alaska for 20 years and prior to 
that I was in South-central Alaska for 19 years. We live off the land. We hunt and fish in and around our local 
forests. We harvest fish from rivers; deer, many varieties of berries, fiddlehead fern, and fungi from our forests. 
We hike and camp and recreate in these forests. Do not open our forests to cutting and road building. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations  practicing my culture. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 4: 'roadless' Priority. It is a workable 
compromise that allows for economic development and the protection of roadless characteristics. I depend on 
roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration 
and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal 
responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars  economic livelihood. A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance  
Prince of Wales Island, Yakutat forelands, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the 
central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for low-impact 
recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  medium-impact recreation development,such as 
Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active watershed restoration of 
salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas 
retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption of 
the roadless rule will harm our current way of life.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for 
rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural 
economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the 
visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jayne 
Last name: Jerome 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jayne Jerome and I live in Garden Valley, Idaho. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
Choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and harm 
Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.  
Regards, Jayne Jerome 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Maynard 
Last name: Jerome 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Maynard Jerome and I live in Channahon, Illinois. 
 
Please don't do ANYTHING that will make the air they breathe dirtier &amp;amp; more toxic for our children 
&amp;amp; grandchildren. Think beyond quick profits for corporations today. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Maynard Jerome 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tamela 
Last name: & Jerry 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5463 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tamela Cegelake & Jerry 
 
Ketchikan, AK 99901 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
We need to save our fish habitat for future generations. 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Jerskey 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from roadless areas on 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate change. I urge 
you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Adopted in 2001, the National Forest Roadless Area Conservation Rule is one of our nation's bedrock 
conservation protections intended to safeguard more than 58 million acres of national forests. From 1999 to 
2001, the Forest Service held over 600 public meetings nationwide, including 28 throughout Washington State. 
In what was one of the most extensive public participation efforts in the history of federal rulemaking, more than 
1.6 million people commented during the rulemaking process, with 95% supporting strong roadless area 
protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most balanced and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It protects our remaining ancient forests, pristine and unroaded watershed, core 
wildlife habitat and world class recreational opportunities, while leaving more than half of the national forest 
system available for sustainable logging and other development. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Paul Jerskey 
 
Seattle, WA 98117 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dennis 
Last name: Jeske 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5347 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please do not change the roadless rule 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dennis Jeske 
 
Jackson, WI 53037 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Jess 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3630 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The U.S. Forest Service should NOT create a new rule-making process that would greatly expand clear-cut 
logging of old growth timber and costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and 
Chugach Forests called 'Roadless' areas. Logging and road-building increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, 
often blocks salmon migration, and adds to an already out of control backlog of needed road maintenance and 
restoration, which occurs at the taxpayers' expense. Alaska is known as 'the last frontier' thanks to its 
treasured, intact and healthy fish and wildlife habitat. On the Tongass and Chugach national forests, roadless 
area designation protect these values and should not be over-turned. The Chugach and Tongass Forests are 
two of few places in the world where wild salmon, steelhead and trout still thrive. People throughout Alaska and 
the rest of the country depend on and enjoy their healthy productive rivers and the wild fish. 
 
 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
NO PEBBLE MINE and STOP THE LOGGING! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peter von Jess 
 
Apex, NC 27523 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/27/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Jessel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul W Jessel and I live in North Hollywood CA. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Paul Jessel 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jessica 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongas Rain Forest 
 
Hi, 
 
Please don't change Alaska's Roadless Rule. Changing or repealing this rule will allow logging in the Tongass 
National Forest. Tongass is an old growth forest that cannot be replaced. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jessica Hancock 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: D 
Last name: Jessop 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is D Jessop and I live in Espanola, New Mexico. 
 
The administration is so old it seems they don't care if they can't breathe, they know they'll die soon enough, 
but the generations left to breathe after them - they are the ones who suffer. it's ridiculous that greed is what is 
determining what is healthy and safe. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, D Jessop 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Annette 
Last name: Jewell-Ceder 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Annette Jewell-Ceder and I live in Ham Lake, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Annette Jewell-Ceder 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want to keep the Roadless Rule in the Tongass 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule instead of the sweeping 
changes the administration is promoting that would completely remove the Tongass National Forest from 
roadless protections. 
 
The Alaskan timber industry is using the same arguments to open this treasure to logging that they have been 
using for 30 years. Despite all the tax dollars spent propping up the industry, the timber industry currently 
contributes less than 1 percent to the local economy. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass rainforest houses considerable stands of old-growth forest, with trees 
more than 800 years old. The Tongass is Earth's largest remaining temperate rainforest, and the largest 
National Forest in the United States. 
 
All five species of Pacific Salmon, as well as Steelhead and Trout, fill the ocean and streams and feed the 
forests. 
 
Wild Salmon fisheries provide more jobs than any other private economic sector. 
 
A Native place where customary and traditional hunting, gathering, arts and culture still thrive. 
 
The proposed rule opens an additional 165,000 acres to logging and strips Roadless Rule protections from all 
9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless areas in the Tongass. It does so with little to no justification or 
documented support. 
 
The proposed rule's claim that exempting the entire Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule will have 
only minimal environmental effect is simply not justified by the record, and an overwhelming majority of public 
and stakeholder input favored either maintaining roadless areas or making small modifications. The course 
chosen by the administration ignores the public, fails to find balance, and threatens the crown jewel of the 
National Forest System. 
 
I strongly urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the "no-action" alternative. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Andrea Jewell 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



LAW OFFICE OF JAMES F. CLARK
1109 C Street

Juneau, Alaska 99801
Telephone: 907-586-0122 Fax: 907-586-1093

December 16,2019

Alaska Roadless Rule
USDA Forest Service, Alaska Region
Ecosystem Planning and Budget Staff
P.O. Box 21628
Juneau, Alaska 99802-1628.

Re: Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) and Alaska-
specific Roadless Rule.

Dear Madam/Sir.

INTRODUCTION

The undersigned hereby incorporates by reference and endorses the comments made

by the State of Alaska to the Secretary of Agriculture in its January 19, 2018

"Petition for USDA Rulemaking to Exempt the Tongass National Forest from the

Application of the Roadless Rule and other Actions" which: 1) explained the

enduring significance of USDA's 2003 Record of Decision (ROD) that totally
exempted the Tongass National Forest (Tongass) from the application of the 2001

Roadless Rule; 2) explained that after analyzingthe requirements and limitations of
the Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act (ANILCA) and the Tongass

Timber Reform Act (TTRA) "the USDA concluded that the best way to implement

the spirit and letter of these laws was to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless

Rule;" 3) explained that USDA also concluded that exempting the Tongass was

consistent with the intent of Congress, but also with sound management of the

Tongass because roadless areas in the Tongass are adequately protected without
adding the additional barriers of the Roadless Rule; 4) explained that even without
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the Roadless Rule only about four percent of the Tongass is designated as suitable

for timber harvest; 5) described the litigation regarding the 2001 Roadless Rule and

the 2003 Roadless Rule including the Department of Justice's rational for its
aggressive defense of USDA's 2003 ROD; 6) explained why the serious

socioeconomic consequences to Alaskans and complying ANILCA and TTRA are

as compelling today for totally exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule as

they were when offered by USDA for that purpose in 2003; and 7) explained why
the Secretary should direct the United States Forest Service (Forest Service) to
commence a Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) revision or amendment to

remove provisions of the Roadless Rule that have been incorporated into the 2016

Tongass Transition Plan.

The undersigned also incorporates by reference and endorses the December 17,2019
Comments of the Alaska Roadless Rule Coalition (Coalition) that represent the
views of the Alaska Chamber, the Alaska Forest Association, the Alaska Miners
Association, the Associated General Contractors of Alaska, the Resource
Development Council for Alaska, Inc., the Alaska Support Industry Alliance, First
Things First Alaska Foundation, Hyak Mining Co., the Juneau Chamber of
Commerce, Coastal Helicopters,Inc. the Ketchikan Chamber of Commerce, the City
of Ketchikan, Red Diamond Mining Company, the Southeast Alaska Power Agency,
the Southeast Conference, Alaska Electric Light & Power, Alaska Marine Lines,
Alaska Power & Telephone, Tyler Rental, First Bank, and Southeast Stevedoring
Inc. The Coalition, that includes urban and rural Alaskans, and businesses and
associations having a membership composition representing tens of thousands of
Alaskans, has joined the State of Alaska and Alaska's Congressional Delegation in
urging USDA to Totally Exempt the Tongass from application of the Roadless Rule
for the reasons given by the State in its January 19,2018 Petition. As noted in the
Coalition's Comments every Alaska Governor and Congressional Delegation
member since the Roadless Rule was promulgated in 2001 has supported Total
Exemption of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule.

The undersigned agrees with the Coalition that Total Exemption would exchange

the Roadless Rule's inflexible national prohibitions on access and dbvelopment in
the Tongass, forthe more flexible TLMP process. Since the goal ofthe 2016 Tongass

Transition Plan is to foster change, it is only logical to use the more flexible land
planning system to accommodate to achieve that goal. The undersigned also agrees

with the State and the Coalition that the Secretary should direct the Forest Service



to revise or amend TLMP to remove the provisions of the Roadless Rule that have

been incorporated into the 2016 Tongass Transition Plan.

USDA'S FAILURE TO INCORPORATE THB CITIZEN ADVISORY

COMMITTEE'S NEW EXCEPTIONS FOR ROAD CONSTRUCTION AND

TIMBER HARVEST LEAVES TOTAL EXEMPTION AS THE ONLY

MEANS OF OBTAINING RELIEF FROM THE ACCESS AND OTHER

UNNECESSARY BARRIERS TO REASONABLE DEVELOPMENT ON

THB TONGASS

The Citizen's Advisory Committee (CAC), (representing diverse interests)

appointed by former Governor Walkerto inform the State in its role a s a cooperating

agency in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process associated with

the DEIS, identified significant new road and timber harvest exceptions that would

have to be added to the Roadless Rule to protect communities, renewable energy,

and mining if IRAs were to remain in place.

Each of the current exceptions to the Roadless Rule (36 C.F.R. 5294.12 (b)(1-7) is

preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road is

needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to

decide whether a road is needed. There are no criteria for makingthat decision. The

language the CAC proposed to implement its new exceptions was specifically

intended to eliminate the "Responsible Official's" criteria-less ability to decide

whether a road is needed even if the environmental and resource protection criteria

for approval of 36 C.F.R.ParI228 were met.

The CAC implementing language (found atpages 7 - l0 of its Report) made granting

a road mandatory if the applicant meets the environmental and resource protection

criteria for approval of 36 C.F.R. Part 228.The thinking was as follows: It is the

Forest Service's job to protect the environment and other resources on the National

Forests. As long as that obligation is satisfied, the Responsible Offieial should not

have the discretion to disapprove an application because he/she doesn't think a road

"is needed" - particularly when, as here, there are no criteria for making that

decision.

By simply comparing the language the CAC proposed to implement. its

recommendations for new Road and Timber Harvest Exceptions (found at pages 7 -



10 of the CAC Report) with the implementing language for DEIS alternatives 2 -5

set out in Appendix G and the language in36 C.F.R. $294.12 (b)(l-7) of the 2001

Roadless Rule shows that this is not the case.

For example, the CAC proposed the following mandatory language to provide road

access to mining exploration and development projects (so long as such road access

meets the criteria of 36 C.F.R. Part228) be included in each alternative 2 - 5:

Road Exception 11 (page 7): A road to access mineral operations authorized

by the United States mining laws (30 U.S.C. $ 22 et seq.) shall be permitted

in IRAs if it meets the criteriaof 36 C.F.R. Part228 in the same way as if the

application for the road to access such mineral operations were being

permitted on non-IRA National Forest lands.

However, the Appendix G language implementing Alternative 5 (the most

developmentally oriented of the alternatives other than Total Exemption) provides

no change:

5294.52 (c) Notwithstanding the prohibition in paragraph (a) of this section,

a road may be constructed or reconstructed in an Alaska Roadless Area
designated as a Roadless Priority if the Responsible Official determines that

one or more of the following circumstances exist:

(1) A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as

provided for by statute or treaty;

This is exactly the same as the exception language currently used in the 2001

Roadless Rule 36 C.F.R.5294.12 (bX3) that the CAC language was intended to

change:

A road is needed pursuant to reserved or outstanding rights, or as provided for
by statute or treaty;

This failure to change the existing regulatory language is replicated throughout each

alternative. The CAC's mandatory exception language that the State provided to
USDA was not included in any alternative. (See Appendix G, alternatives 2 - 5).

Instead, as is seen in the example above, each road and timber harvest exception is

preceded by the words "if the Responsible Official determines that ... a road,is



needed," thereby leaving it up to the Forest Service's "Responsible Official" to

decide whether a road is needed without any criteria for doing so.

This is the existing situation already maintained by the "No Action" altemative. It is
exactly what the CAC recommendations sought to change in order to provide

regulatory certainty and predictability. The undersigned joins the Coalition in
finding it "remarkable that nol one of Appendix G's alternatives 2 - 5 contains the

CAC's mandatory regulatory language to implement its proposed New Road

Exceptions and proposed New Timber Cutting Exceptions.r

Comparing the CAC/Appendix Gl200l Roadless Rule regulatory implementing
language is critical to understanding that USDA did not adopt the CAC
proposals. This, in turn, explains why Total Exemption is the only alternative
that achieves relief from the Roadless Rule access prohibitions for communities,

renewable energy, timber and mining. The CAC recommendations can only be

achieved by adopting the Total Exemption alternative as the Final Rule in the

ROD.

Re spectfully submitted,

9f,'ma^+CE-^h,
(f*F. crark

'Consideration of alternatives is "the heart of the environmental impact statement."
40 C.F.R. $ 1502.14. "[A]n agency must look at every reasonable alternative, with
the range dictated by the nature and scope of the proposed action, and sufficient to
permit a reasoned choice." Alaska Wilderness Recyeation v. Morrison, 67 F.3d
723,729 (9th Cir.1995) (quoting ldaho Conservation League v. Mumma,956F.2d
1508, 1520 (9th Cir.l992)).The Coalition strongly maintains that the CAC's
mandatory authorization language to implement its New Road Exceptions 8 * 16

and New Timber Cutting Exceptions 1 - 8 is a reasonable alternative that should
have been presented in at least one alternative the DEIS.



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Allison 
Last name: Jia 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC380 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski, 
 
I'm a student from California who is taking a human ecology course here in Alaska, where I'm learning about 
my human interactions with nature. As I'm learning about the beautiful, delicate ecosystems in the area, I can't 
help but notice the sheer importance of the Tongass National Forest to this state's environment, economy, and 
identity. Tourism (and students like me) play such a large role in Alaska's economy - people come to visit 
Alaska to see the beauty of the forests and admire the wildlife living among the trees (not to mentionthe nature 
walks/hikes that the economy capitalizes off of). Who would come to Alaska only to see a desert and lumbering 
mills instead of the natural beauty of the forest? Sacrificing this incredible ecosystem of the Tongass for old 
growth lumbering companies (the only possible "excuse" to repeal protection of the forest) would only spell out 
disaster for the state of Alaska. This is why I believe the 2001 Roadless Rule must remain in place to protect 
this wonderful forest. Any other excuse is simply half-hearted attempts to reach short-term financial or political 
goals. There are already provisions for hydropower, road corridors, and even mining- what's the reason for 
repealing it? You would be helping the 1% at the expense of the other 99% - this is not the democracy of 
America I know and love. I urge you to listen to your citizens - not only are Alaskans taking action to protect the 
2001 Roadless Rule, but people around the country and even the world are rallying to protect the environment 
we've already destroyed so much for people like me, the next generation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Allison Jia 
 
PS: Thank you for your dedication to Alaksa. I hope you consider. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Jickling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Allowing the use of this natural area for further development would be a horrible waste of one of our remaining 
wild places is this country. While many times development and "progress" take the lead over co serving our 
remaing natural spaces this should change. I have seen development take every piece of land and put strip 
cneters and house and gas stations on all corners of an intersections and this is such a waste. Please consider 
saving this space for us and our future generations so that we can enjoy them as they always have been. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: judith 
Last name: jilek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
do not allow tree cutting in the Tongass!!! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Macie 
Last name: Jimerez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5514 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Macie Jimerez 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Renee 
Last name: Jin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6339 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. -Please, please! This place is important to all Americans. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zhong 
Last name: Jin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6446 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/25/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joan 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rulemaking (Docket ID FS-2018-0059) 
 
Dear US Forest Service, 
 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing in support of the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. The current Roadless Rule protections for the Tongass 
National Forest should be kept intact. Old-growth forests like the Tongass play a critical role in fighting climate 
change because they store large amounts of carbon. They also protect wildlife and support local communities 
that rely on tourism and recreation. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the best and most popular land management policies that the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. In addition to preserving some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, it also 
saves millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. The 
value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building 
and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and 
require substantial taxpayer subsidies. 
 
For these reasons, I ask you to select the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
Thank you 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Joan Siegwald 
 
This message was sent by KnowWho, as a service provider, on behalf of an individual associated with Sierra 
Club. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Claire 
Last name: Joaquin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Claire Joaquin and I live in Pollock Pines, California. 
 
The Tongass old growth is itself a rich habitat for countless critters, from insects to mammals and birds. A living 
forest has infinitely more long term worth than any plan to "harvest." Our continent NEEDS this temperate 
rainforest ALIVE. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Claire Joaquin 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Jobling 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Personally, I am appalled at the blatant intent to raze the National Forest to the bare ground making it a dead 
area. Our climate, health, indigenous peoples and wildlife will be horribly adversely affected by loggers and 
other polluters who are only interested in their bottom line. Please don't take away the protections for this 
beautiful, scenic and majestic forest and its trees. It would break my heart! Thank you for reading all of my 
letter. 
 
Regards, Catherine Jobling 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loni 
Last name: Joc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1394 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loni 
Last name: Joc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loni 
Last name: Joc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loni 
Last name: Joc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Loni 
Last name: Joc 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/17/2019 10:09:27 PM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: jocelynepeiffer.d 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
No changes To the Roadless Rule in Alaska 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Envoyé Mr. Schmid, 
Secretary Perdue:  
 
With this message I want to let you know that I'm strongly opposing any modification to the Roadless Rule in 
Alaska! These  changes will undermine safeguards, and facilitate increased old-growth logging in the Tongass 
and the Chugach National Forests. Logging prohibitions contained within the Roadless Rule are a key 
component of the long-awaited transition away from old-growth clearcutting on the Tongass. The Roadless 
Rule protects over 2.5 million acres of productive old-growth (which constitutes half of the old-growth forests 
remaining on the Tongass) and prevents the fragmentation of large unbroken landscape. Rolling back the 
Roadless Rule in Alaska would ignore overwhelming public support, put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, and 
threaten access to safe drinking water. The rule change would be a step away from sustainable development 
and would run counter to the interests of all Americans, as well as Alaskans, and is not in the best interest of 
taxpayers. 
 
Scientists overwhelmingly agree that clear cutting of old growth trees for timber puts whole systems at risk and 
destroys wildlife habitats, yet the Forest Service's amendment to the Tongass plan allows clearcutting to 
continue for well over another ten years! 
This rule change will promote further, as well as rapid, destruction. Both the Tongass and the Chugach play a 
vital role in capturing excess carbon from the atmosphere and mitigating some of the impact of global warming, 
as well as providing ecosystems services that reach beyond Alaska. In Alaska, which experienced 
unprecedented heat waves this summer, the Tongass serves as a buffer against climate change. Much like the 
Amazon rainforest, the Tongass' stands of ancient trees are champions at absorbing greenhouse gas 
emissions, storing approximately 8 percent of the total carbon in all national forests of the lower 48 states. 
 
The Tongass National Forest is home to more than 9 million acres of roadless area. The Roadless Rule 
protects ecosystems, which, in turn, helps make the Tongass the country's single most important national 
forest for carbon sequestration and climate change 
mitigation. 
 
Again, I strongly urge you against granting any exemptions or exceptions to the Roadless Rule in Alaska, as is 
offered in alternative 1, and advise the Forest Service to refrain from pursuing an Alaska version of the 
Roadless Rule. Rather, continue to uphold the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, maintaining protections 
against logging and roadbuilding in Tongass roadless areas. 
 
The agency's mission is "Caring for the Land and Serving the People." The Forest Service should strive to 
protect the Tongass National Forest and ensure our public lands serve the people and wildlife of today and 
future generations. 
 
Thank you, 
Jocelyne PEIFFER BELGIUM  
Sincerely mon smartphone Samsung Galaxy. 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Johann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5318 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Our world is changing at a very fast rate and we must make informed decisions about our resources. These 
decisions must be made under scrutiny for best of all who use the resource or may be affected. Please with the 
best of your ability determine if this change to the roadless rule is truly necessary. In my state and surrounding 
states these are sanctuaries that are where animals can relax and myself included from the craziness of life. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Johann 
 
Longmont, CO 80503 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:50:32 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Johannsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Johannsen 
Minneapolis, MN 55411 
 
 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Johansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comment AK Roadless Rule = No Action 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
 
Please select the &quot;no-action&quot; alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule 
 
An Alaskan Point of View 
 
I pulled over to the sight of the crashing waves of the Pacific Ocean. It meant the end of quest for me. From 
Portland,Maine to Portland, Oregon I had completed my journey I started two months, 5000 miles, and 
multiples parks ago in Vermont. There I bought a camper van and headed off to see what America was all 
about. It was fueled by curiosity from reading about it from my life long home of Alaska. 
 
I grew up in Ketchikan Alaska, on an island with no roads in or out and surrounded by uninhabited lands. My 
family has lived here for nearly a hundred years. I know what real wilderness feels like, I am one of the few 
people who has been to most of them in Alaska. What I didn't know what wilderness places outside of Alaska 
were about, or what the expectations were of visitors who came to visit. So I set out to see for myself what 
separates Alaska from anywhere else in the world 
 
What I learned quickly is that the automobile is the driver of how we manage access to wilderness in places 
outside of Alaska. People are accustomed to visiting parks in their automobiles. So since the beginning of the 
park system came after the proliferation of the automobile, it was not surprising that the expectation existed 
that national parks should be accessed by the automobile. But I wonder if the experience of the discovery that 
the original explorers had when they laid eyes on these special places still exist. 
 
Year after year over 30,000 people are killed in automobile accidents in the United States. It's is a fact that 
more people have been killed in automobile accidents than have died in all the wars the US has been involved 
with including both sides of the civil war. Despite this sobering fact somehow, somewhere, some time ago, we 
as a people have come to the general consensus that the right to drive a car is a human right. Once you obtain 
a license you are granted access to an almost endless system of roads reaching to everyplace in the world. We 
need to re-evaluate this mindset about how we view cars, roads , and the right to freedom of movement. The 
first place to start is our nations park system. 
 
There is no doubt that we are attached to the idea that owning a vehicle and being able to take it everywhere. 
We have made tremendous engineering feats in order to extend the range of the automobile. Massive bridges 
and tunnels carved out of the rock without much real consideration of alternatives. When these engineering 
feats were proposed, there was little discussion on the merit of should they be built.. But it is becoming clear 
that spaces and places that lack roads are becoming increasingly rare and valuable. 
 
The relationship between the automobile and wilderness is at the center of this dilemma. Americans love their 
automobiles and cringe at the notion of anything limiting there ability to use them to go anywhere. The most 
popular vehicles these days are vehicles that claim to be off-road. They promise to take you off the crowded 
highways and into the wilderness that is just beyond. Carving up the land in order to view it from your car was 
not a problem when these parks were created. What they didn't know is that they were destroying the very 
thing that they recognized in its discovery. 
 
Norwegian Erling Kagge was the first man to walk to the south pole and back alone. This man knew silence. He 
wrote a book "In the Age of Noise." In it he proposes that silence is a luxury that wealth can buy. The quiet car, 
the remote home, and the serene work environment are examples of the silence we de- sire and associate with 
the rewards of success. The "sound of silence" is a commodity that few people even know that they have given 
up in concession to our current transportation system. It is an inherit quality of true wilderness. 
 



In 1991 I was trekking a new circular route through the mountins called the Annapurna Circuit. The route took 
us deep into the mountains bordering Tibet, and far from roads left behind. It would take three weeks to 
traverse the trail. For the duration of the hike we never heard or saw any vehicles or roads. Instead we heard 
the natural sounds around us. Even when villagers and trekers were gathered in the evenings, the sound of 
human voices in conversation sounded quiet. What was missing was the noise caused by mechanical objects 
like cars, refridgerators, TV's. Most of the villages were without electricity. 
 
All this became apparent to us when we exited the trail and were shocked to hear the sound of one truck in the 
far distance. It was only one truck engine but it was audible everywhere in the valley. I tried to image what a 
four lane freeway at rush hour would sound like. Whatever that was I know most people today accept it as part 
of everyday life- oblivious to the alternative. 
 
My journey began in montpelier Vermont where I picked up my camper van that will be my home for the next 
year as I cross the country and then head home for the Alaska summer. It was October and the colors of the 
season were everything they promised it would be. I ventured to the coast to view the Maine lighthouses. In 
doing so I crossed the white mountains. The white mountains look to be as remote a place as you can be on 
the east coast but any claim to bring wilderness is debunked by the semi trucks roaring across the highway that 
runs through the middle of it. Even it's highest point , Mt Washington, has a train to its summit. To it'd credit, its 
doesn't claim to be wilderness. I doubt there is very little land east of the Mississippi River that can claim that 
status. 
 
My definition of wilderness is one where nature has the upper hand. That's what wilderness used to be - a land 
where the "wild beast" lived. A place where you watch yourself because getting lost or getting eaten is a real 
possibility. The feeling you get when you find yourself in true wilderness is not unlike stepping into the deep 
end of the pool for the first time and realizing you better start swimming. It demands respect had it hands out 
hard lessons to the un-respectfull. Our ancestors respected and feared the wilderness and tested their courage 
against it. There are very few places today that exist that have these qualities today. The East coast has long 
ago lost those qualifications. 
 
My journey took me through Maine, New York,Kentucky, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas, 
Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, Nevada, California, and Oregon where I reached the West Coast. I ventured into 
parks and wild lands in each state I came to but in the end I could find nothing to compare to the wild places of 
my Alaskan home. 
 
Alaska contains the few last places where true wilderness exist. In the southeast panhandle there exists a total 
of 19 wilderness areas encompassed by the Tongass National Forest. Non of these truly wild places are 
reachable by road. They are our nations best kept secrete. 
 
Thank you 
 
Larry Johansen 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
[POSITION] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Leif 
Last name: Johansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC276 
 
November 15, 2019 
 
Dear Sirs: 
 
I oppose the granting of an exemption to the Roadless Rule to the state of Alaska for a number of reasons but 
first and foremost because I oppose large scale clearcutting in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
I was born and raised in Ketchikan and currently own property on Prince of Wales Island which was logged 
about 70 years ago. I was told one time by an authority on the subject that the finest timber anywhere in the 
world grows in the Tongass National Forest and based on what I have seen with my own eye I believe it. 
 
Once the old growth forest is clear cut it will never return. Trees will grow again but their quality will never again 
approach that of the old growth trees. The finest quality spruce cut at the old Spruce Mills in Ketchikan before it 
closed in the seventies was know as "Piano Grade". 
 
Old growth sprouted from a seed and was shaded by the surrounding canopy so it grew very slowly with very 
tightly spaced growth rings. After a clear cut everything comes up at once then is thinned. The trees do not 
have to compete for sunlight. They come up fast with widely spaced growth rings. The second growth makes 
fine building material or paper pulp but forget it if the desire is to build musical instruments or other items which 
require a higher quality wood. 
 
I am not in favor of locking up the Tongass but I am in favor of managing it like a woodlot in perpetuity and 
harvesting the highest quality trees on a limited basis. Large scale logging began in the Tongass in about 1954 
with the building of the pulp mill in Ketchikan. As far as I am concerned if there must future clearcutting in the 
Tongass it should only be second growth. 
 
The old growth trees in the Tongass are a national treasure and belong to the people of the United States. To 
quietly sell them off to the highest bidder does not serve the best interests of the citizens. What it does do is 
serve the pocket books of the large corporations and the rich folks. 
 
In closing I would mention my little, less than one acre, plot of land on Prince of Wales is incredibly rich in life. It 
has deer walking and browsing on it every day along with voles, mink, robins, woodpeckers, sapsuckers, 
hummingbirds, sparrows, ravens, and eagles. I recently discovered it also has a very robust population of 
Western Toads. They hide under old stumps in the daytime and after dark emerge to head down to the beach 
to forage on the rich insect life found there. It is hard to imagine that same robust life is not found throughout 
the Tongass National Forest and I am here to speak for them too. They deserve to not have their homes 
destroyed just so some rich folks can get even richer. 
 
Please do not grant Alaska an exemption to the Roadless Rule. 
 
Most Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Leif Eric Johansen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Penelope 
Last name: Johansen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Penelope Johansen and I live in Montesano, Washington. 
 
To quote, "There is no Planet B." Short-term profits at the expense of long-term environmental balance 
&amp;amp; stability, affecting every one and every thing, should not be debatable, let alone considered. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Penelope Johansen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marie 
Last name: Johanson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I'm a commercial fisherman in Southeast Alaska and an enrolled member of the Tlingit and Haida tribe. My 
family has relied on Alaska's wild waters and forest habitats for many generations. This lands wild resources 
not only sustain us and provide us with income but also a lifestyle. I am writing a comment on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact 
my fishing, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, and the conservation 
of resources for future generations. 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I could potentially support alternative 2: open up roaded 
roadless. It protects important fish and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless 
areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood and healthy fish habitat. A full exemption 
disregards these values, and it does not effectively balance economic development. A full exemption from the 
Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many 
others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
A full exemption threatens and discounts the inhabitants of Southeast Alaska. Both wildlife and humans need 
this environment intact. It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same 
outdated economic model of old growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other 
sectors, such as mariculture, sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service 
wants to support rural economic development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting 
processes for important community projects. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: John 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass Forest alternative 1 please 
 
Please do not further develop the Tonngass Forest, it is vital to the salmon industry, tourism, and the economy 
of Alaska that it stays wild and free of wide scale logging. 
 
I am urging you choose Alternative 1. Thank you. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liv 
Last name: John 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
Healthy, natural, powerful environment, habitat, and ecosystems are important for not only this country but the 
connection they have with every country. We want more protection on these trees and land! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Liv John 
 
Barboursville, WV 25504 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: John 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tracie 
Last name: John 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3115 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Due to many years and generations of life coming from this land, I find it very demonized y'all want to destroy 
the only thing that brings life, healing and subsistence to the people of the land surrounding the forest. LEAVE 
ALASKA ALONE!!! 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Tracie John 
 
Fairbanks, AK 99701 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: johnoc@hughes.net 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing in support of Alternative #1, the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, . 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest, 
which contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world Its value in providing 
clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to 
keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, and also saves 
millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John O'Connor 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Johns 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Johns and I live in Lewisberry, Pennsylvania. 
 
We are here to save and protect the Arctic refuge and the wildlife and the waters now and we will. We are here 
to take action now and we will. We will continue to fight this all the way now and we will. We don't give up that 
easily now and we won't. We won't let this go anytime soon now and we won't. We are to save and protect all 
the forests now and we will. We are here to make sure that the wildlife have a place to live. There will be no 
more cutting down trees in Alaska or anyplace else for that matter. We are here to find out why this is still going 
on now and we will. We are looking into this farther now and we will. We are taking this very seriously now and 
we will. We are not joking about this anymore now and we won't. This is a very big deal to us now. We ban all 
trees being cut down now and we will. This is no longer a joke anymore. This is very real now. How much more 
real does this need to get now. We are not giving up on the forests, wildlife, their habitats and the water and 
this fight anytime soon now. If you so called people think this will go away anytime soon now think again 
because it won't now will it? Of course not it won't. We care what happens to the forests, wildlife, their habitats 
and the waters now and we will. This is not over yet! We will continue to get to the bottom of this now and we 
will. We will continue to fight for forests, wildlife, their habitats and the waters now and we will. We are here to 
get some answers now and we will. We are here to get to the real truth now and we will. We are not here for 
excuses and lies anymore now. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Barbara Johns 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Harold 
Last name: Johnsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to SUPPORT the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in 
place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump 
administration on Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian 
peoples -- have depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, 
and communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
IMPEACH Trump and Pence and all their criminal and cowardly Republican accomplices: FILTHY, CORRUPT, 
AMORAL TRAITORS and CRIMINALS and, of course, REPUBLICANS. Impeach, prosecute, and imprison for 
life in maximum security the morally repugnant, ethically-bankrupt REPUBLICAN TRAITORS and 
REPUBLICAN CAREER CRIMINALS Trump and Pence! Impeach, prosecute, and imprison for life the 
ethically-bankrupt, inhumane, hate-filled and CORRUPT REPUBLICAN appointees, CORRUPT REPUBLICAN 
Senators and CORRUPT REPUBLICAN Congressmen! Impeach, prosecute, and imprison for life all the hate-
mongering, ethically bankrupt CORRUPT REPUBLICAN CRIMINAL creatures who have aided and abetted 
these hateful, shameless, cowardly, and CORRUPT REPUBLICAN TRAITORS to America! The REPUBLICAN 
TRAITORS Trump and Pence: Impeach, prosecute, and imprison for life the morally repugnant, ethically-
bankrupt REPUBLICAN TRAITORS and REPUBLICAN CAREER CRIMINALS Trump and Pence! 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Harold Johnsen 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Johnsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Johnsen and I live in Champaign, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Johnsen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ryan 
Last name: Johnsen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Abby 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Adam 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass 
 
Alternative 1. 
 
Adam Johnson 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/31/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: al 
Last name: johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I urge you to fully exempt the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. We have enough land 
permanently set aside already and the National Forest Management Act planning regulations are the proper 
way to manage the remaining areas on the Tongass as a multiple-use forest. 
Other points to consider: Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule will not cause harm to the region's 
fisheries. Fish habitat is already fully protected on the national forest. Wildlife habitat is also fully protected on 
the national forest and wildlife is thriving in the young growth stands were timber harvesting has taken place 
over the last 65-years. Mining, energy development and community access are inhibited by the Roadless Rule. 
We need a larger timber supply in order to restore more year around jobs. Timber harvesting has not harmed 
the tourism industry. Most outdoor recreation on the forest takes place in or near the previously harvested 
areas because of the access provided by the logging roads. 
Please restore the Roadless Exemption so that Southeast Alaska can have the same economic opportunities 
as communities in or near other national forests. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alex 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alex Johnson and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
As an Alaskan resident that recreates in the Tongass, I have a personal interest in maintaining the remarkably 
unique character of the Tongass. I also am seriously concerned about the climate impacts of increased logging. 
Additionally, I am concerned about impacts to the National Parks of Southeast Alaska that could be negatively 
impacted from increased logging on the Tongass. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC369 
 
Re: Tongass roadless rule [mdash] *Please* [text underlined for emphasis] No Change 
 
My response to the porsed changes in the roadless rule was sadness and almost despair [mdash] I came to 
Alaska in *1956* [text underlined for emphasis] and it seems so short sighted that we are again hoping to 
revive an economy which has not worked for SE Alaska in the past i.e. short term reource destruction [mdash] 
logging of our best rees equaling real harm to our *truly* [text underlined for emphasis] renewal resources i.e. 
tourism + commerical fishing [mdash] it doesn't work for the longtime health of SE. or our future. 
 
Please no change 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Amy Johnson 
 
Sitka, AK 99835 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 7:40:55 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Barbara Johnson and I live in Chugiak, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
There are very few large tracts of temperate rainforest and we cant afford to lose more to roads and associated 
impacts. The Tongass and Chugach National Forests are becoming increasingly important as carbon storage 
as climate change is an increasing concern.  This old growth forest needs to be protected for future 
generations. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, its status as a national and global treasure, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas.  
 
I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, 
mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic value of the carbon 
stored in the Tongass.  
 
We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded 
roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the 
special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Becky 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Becky Johnson and I live in Grants Pass, Oregon. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Becky Johnson 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bentley 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Bentley Johnson and I live in Ann Arbor, MI. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The wildlife habitat in the Tongass is second to none. We need to preserve these areas for future generations 
for wildlife habitat and public lands -- not development for private interests. In a rapidly warming world, the 
carbon storage benefits should not be undervalued as well. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passive/active 
watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, 
hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the 
TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past 
logging practices, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3713 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Brandon Johnson 
Bishop, CA 93514 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3713 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brandon Johnson 
 
Bishop, CA 93514 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brendin 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brent 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brite 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6369 
 
I use the Tonass to breathe, to heal, to think. I use the Tongass to understand, learn & live. I find food, health 
and home in the Tongass. Even if I did not live here in the Tongass I would need & use it. Through my work in 
violence intervention & prevention I travel throughout SE & we are all connected & thrive & survive in relation to 
the Tongass. All parts of the Tongass are important & beloed & sacred. 
 
I surf, climb, trail run, fish, hike, harvest, ski, swim, & play all throughout the Tongass. Entitles extraction-
violence-against nature is directly related to violence against each other. 
 
Indeed, the tribal govt of this land & original residents have also spoken & their voices are clear- no action on 
roadless rule 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bruce 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Choosing the alternative one 
 
I choose the Alternative One, I do not want renewed road building or logging in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
-Bruce Johnson 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5095 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
The Tongass and Alaska's salmon are just such a unique and irreplaceable asset to the world. This risk is just 
too great. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely,  
Bryan Johnson 
Belleville, WI 53508 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3800 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bryan Johnson 
 
Belleville, WI 53508 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bryan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3800 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Bryan Johnson 
Belleville, WI 53508 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization: Carol Ann H Johnson 
Title:  
Comments: 
Please stop committing our national forests, parks, and other protected areas to the whims of corporations who 
hire loggers. It is unconscionable to destroy thousand-year-old trees, much less open a pathway for further 
destruction of our public lands. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Casey 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Before I get into the statement below, please consider this: remote roadless areas inspire us. They provide a 
sense of wild solitude that perks up one's imagination. While I may never visit the Tongass, knowing that it 
exists and hearing stories of its splendor provide a relief from the drudgery of pavement and 
interconnectedness; kindling those long lost embers of the explorer deep inside all of us. It deeply troubles me 
that there is a proposal to end this roadless area -down to my core.As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters 
&amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very concerned with the proposed 
rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am writing these comments to 
strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass National Forest, including the 
wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. These public lands and waters 
are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, helping drive an $887 billion 
economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cathy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Save some oxygen makers for the future. The cutting of 1,000 year old trees because you need to provide 
cheap packaging or fill a quota for the current demand of new fiber, is a bogus reason. Roads will impact water 
quality, wildlife and open more forest to development. Save some untouched ancient land and vegetation for 
future generations. We are transient on this planet. One thousand years deserves respect, not bulldozers and 
logging. Managing, or giving away our collective natural lands, cannot be reverse. We need all of the climate 
mitigation we can protect. Protect and prolong a natural distinct ecological system save the Tongass and keep 
the roadless rule. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chrissie 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6094 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:29:32 PM 
First name: Christy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Christy Johnson 
Wheaton, MN 56296 
 
 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Clara 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5595 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cori 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dale 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3306 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dan Johnson 
 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3553 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dan Johnson 
 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3553 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Dan Johnson 
San Ramon, CA 94583 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6428 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darcy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska 
Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current 
protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, David Johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Deb 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Denise 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Denise Johnson and I live in Woodstock, Georgia. 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Denise Johnson 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Donovan 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Although I have never been to this forest I'd like to have the chance in the future save the forest 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elizabeth Johnson and I live in Nevada City, CA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Our planet is in grave danger, we are unfathomly close to a point of no return. The Tongass is one of the last 
remaining places of our Earth's lungs. It is vitally important for it to be protected. Nature is where I feel closest 
to peace, God, infinite spirit, unity, all beings. Please do not let her be destroyed! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided shelters). It is important to me that 
high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Elizabeth 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
In the name of all that is decent, do NOT permit the destruction of old growth forests by logging and clearing 
them for any purpose. Once gone, they're gone. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Everett 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this proposed rulemaking action. I have read the Draft EIS and 
have studied this issue. I oppose the exemption of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and feel the State of 
Alaska has not made a compelling argument for such a drastic action. It is clear from statements made by 
President Trump and by the Alaskan Senators and Representatives that this action is requested so that the 
Tongass National Forest resources can be exploited. Specifically, Alaska wants to build roads in the Tongass 
to enable old growth tree harvest and mining operations. When it is so clearly obvious that this action is needed 
to build roads, why does the Draft EIS not fully consider the impact these roads will have? 
 
The Draft EIS is inadequate for the following reasons: 
 
1. It over-complicates the analysis by examining too many distracting alternatives that have not been requested 
or recommended. 
 
2. It obscures the real impact of the proposed action by devoting most of the narrative to the non-preferred 
alternatives. The proposed alternative is analyzed last and therefore given the least analysis, and consequently 
the determined reader is mentally exhausted upon reaching this analysis. 
 
3. The Executive Summary does not adequately summarize the actual environmental impact of the preferred 
alternative. For example, in Key Issue 1-Roadless area conservation, all that is effectively stated for Alternative 
6 is that it removes all acres from regulatory roadless designation. In fact there are only three references to 
Alternative 6 in this section, which state "Alternative 6 provides the lowest with zero acres of designated 
roadless given regulatory prohibitions", "under Alternative 6, the 2001 Roadless Rule would fully exempt the 
Tongass", and "Alternatives 4 through 6 would provide the least amount of roadless designations, with 
Alternative 6 removing all acres from regulatory roadless designation". There is no mention of the 
environmental impact this will have. This does not tell governmental decision-makers anything other than what 
has already been requested by the State of Alaska, e.g. exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. (It 
should be noted that this is not value for our taxpayer dollars.) 
 
4. It makes unsupported and false statements. For example, in the Executive Summary Key Issue 3, under Old 
Growth Habitat, the statement is made "Relative to old-growth habitat conservation, all of the alternatives would 
have old-growth harvest levels similar to the level authorized by the 2016 Forest Plan". Historical evidence in 
the U.S. suggests that when and where roads can be built they eventually will be built, and that with removal of 
the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, more roads will be built, which will open up more old growth acres to 
harvest potential. The Draft EIS states here that "There may be slightly more high-volume and large-tree 
productive old growth (POG) harvested under the action alternatives than was predicted for the Forest Plan 
because of the increased options for creating economic timber sales. However, this is speculative and depends 
on harvest levels reaching predicted decadal levels, as well as on being able to economically access these 
stands". It should be recognized that the expectation of an EIS is that it will make a reasonable effort to predict 
the potential impacts to the environment of the proposed action, and not to speculate. It is clear that 
construction of roads will indeed make it more economical to harvest trees. This is not a speculation, it is fact. 
Speculation is the forming of a theory or conjecture without firm evidence. The EIS must predict the future 
impact of a proposed action based on evidence. 
 
5. It under-estimates the environmental impact of the proposed action. The Draft EIS evaluates the impacts of 
the alternatives based on the flawed assumption that existing regulations and State-specific rulemaking will 
adequately protect the Tongass from future environmental harm. However, it must be recognized that once the 
Tongass is exempted from the Roadless rule, the other regulations in place can also be changed. If the 
Tongass is removed from the Roadless Rule, those who opposed this action will be disheartened and less 
inclined to comment on future rulemaking, having lost this battle once already. Additionally, State-specific 
rulemaking effectively removes the rulemaking analysis from National examination and will not guarantee that 
National concerns are addressed. Therefore, this proposed action will have a huge impact on removal of the 
protections that the Tongass currently enjoys. This will lead to huge negative environmental impact to the 
Tongass. 



 
6. It does not adequately address the proposed alternative's impact on global warming in respect to the current 
and future pace at which will reach the 1.5 degree Celsius warming threshold set by the Paris Agreement. 
 
7. It does not adequately address, and does not attempt to quantify, the full impact of wildlife harassment 
through road kill, noise pollution, and obstruction of natural movement routes. 
 
8. The Draft EIS does not consider the stated goals and objectives of the current U.S. Administration and 
Alaska lawmakers in predicting future environmental impact of this action. While it is technically accurate that 
none of the alternatives authorize any site-specific projects, the EIS must take into account the stated 
objectives of the current U.S. Administration and Alaska lawmakers whose goal is to develop the land for 
resource extraction in the interest of the economy of Southeast Alaska. This would in effect be a taking of a 
precious national resource from many for the financial benefit of few. A review of Senator Sullivan's recent 
press release clearly reveals the intent of the State of Alaska to exploit the Tongass, and does not hide the fact 
that they are currently hindered in that effort by the Roadless Rule. In this release Senator Murkowski states 
the "Roadless Rule hinders our ability to responsibly harvest timber, develop minerals, connect communities, or 
build energy projects to lower costs-including renewable energy projects like hydropower" and Rep. Young 
states "I am optimistic that this decision will allow for proper management of the Tongass to provide 
opportunities for tourism, fishing, and wildlife viewing as well as mining, energy development, and timber" 
(emphasis mine). Interestingly, wildlife viewing is already possible in the Tongass, and can continue and 
increase without additional roads, whereas there is a high probability that roads will have negative impacts on 
native wildlife and endangered species, making their viewing more difficult. Additionally, roads will enable the 
harvest of old growth trees, thereby destroying a non-renewable resource, and reduce a vital carbon 
sequestration asset. Exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule removes the first and biggest hurdle in 
the race to exploit the Alaskan natural resources. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Heather 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC811 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that *the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place* [text underlined for emphasis] on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action 
alternative is the best option for Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to *continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting.* [text underlined for emphasis] This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC 
conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart 
of Southeast's economy, not the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ian 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ian Johnson. I live in Hoonah year around and actively hunt and fish to provide for my home and 
lifestyle. From the Tongass National Forest I primarily rely on deer, salmon, blueberries, thimbleberries, and 
cranberries. I'm not alone. ADF&G household surveys show 89% of people in Hoonah use deer and 70% use 
berries. These foods are healthy and offset the high cost of living we experience in Southeast Communities - 
Imagine if the 897 average pounds per-house harvested in Hoonah were multiplied by the in-store cost. 
Imagine further if the over 250,000 pounds harvested annually were quantified in real-world cost. Subsistence 
harvest is necessary for socio-economical wellbeing in Hoonah. I do not believe Alternative 6 will support this 
harvest level, particularly in the future under uncertain climate conditions. I oppose Alterative 6 and support 
Alternative 2. 
 
 
 
This is my statement. 
 
 
 
I hunt deer in the lands surrounding Neka Bay. I hunt and collect berries near Suntaheen Creek and in the 
upper watershed of Hippleback. I rely on subsistence regulations extending the hunting season, and hunt deer 
during January in the old growth of Forest Service lands and on beaches abutting old growth. All of the areas in 
Port Frederick and NE Chichagof I have listed are slated for removal of Roadless protections in preferred 
Alternative 6. Removal of protections from large blocks of old growth could place those lands into a familiar 
pattern of young growth recolonization. Post-logging, young growth stands can be productive for deer in the 
summer, but do not provide for deer in the winter when they are the most vulnerable. Stand productivity waxes 
and wanes as the forest grows up and are treated, but until they reach maturity at about 150 years one thing is 
consistent : they do not provide cover in winter. Old growth forests provide the cover necessary to intercept 
snow and protect deer during years of heavy snowfall. Our deer are snow-limited, not food limited. Deer 
numbers are good now, but that has not always been the case. Folks in Hoonah talk about the last big winter in 
Hoonah in 2007 that left our deer populations starving, dead, and decimated. If our surrounding forests had 
been intact the deer kill could have been much less. It is critical to give Hoonah's deer the best chance of 
survival in winter possible. 
 
 
 
I would be remiss if I did not reflect on what I've heard about how Alternative 6 would impact subsistence in 
other communities in Southeast Alaska as the focus on old-growth logging may be more prevalent there. On 
Prince of Wales Island, 94% of old productive growth has been logged and 1,500 miles of road dissect the 
landscape and impact salmon migration by blocking passage and increasing sedimentation. Community 
members say that has impacted their fish runs and streams are still recovering from logging in the 1970s to 
1990. At a broader scale than Price of Wales we cannot afford to provide access to the remaining 34% of the 
Tongass classified has large-tree, old growth areas that remains untouched. Those trees are more valuable to 
deer, fish and the people that rely on those resources over the next 50 years and are likely to be targeted if 
Alternative 6 is published as the Final Environmental Impact Statement. It is easy to live and think in the 
present, but we need to think about the future. My great-great grand children will be born into the world in about 
the year 2080. By that time climate change is likely to have warmed the earth, warmed our streams, and 
heavily impacted our salmon fishery. We need intact old-growth to maintain resiliency and ensure subsistence 
resources are available for future generations in a climate-altered world. 
 
Regardless of what you think you've heard in my testimony, I would like you to know my views between the 
need to conserve the necessity of use are balanced. I support value-added timber products such as those 
created at Icy Straits Lumber and support renewable timber such as second-growth logging. I also support a 
balanced decision that supports our local needs without broadly deregulating the Tongass leaving it open to 
exploitation from large-scale timber operations that do not add value to our timber. For that reason, I advocate 



for Alternative 2 as it's potential for road-building and timber cutting would only mildly modify the landscape and 
provide new opportunities to support our local, value-added mill. 
 
 
 
A 2019 report from the United Nations stated that only 25% of the land on earth is unaltered. A shocking 
statistic that should cause anyone to pause and think about our collective impact as a species. They further 
stated that lands are centered on indigenous communities throughout the world. That UN report is talking about 
lands like the Tongass and directly apply to decisions like "preferring Alternative 6" which will continue to 
degrade the global ecosystem and significantly alter the last 25% of wild earth. 
 
These words are the summary of the May 2019 report from the United Nations. 
 
 
 
Current global response insufficient; 
 
'Transformative changes' needed to restore and protect nature; 
 
Opposition from vested interests can be overcome for public good 
 
Most comprehensive assessment of its kind; 
 
1,000,000 species threatened with extinction 
 
 
 
Publication of Alternative 6 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement is the insufficient response referenced 
by the UN that the world doesn't need right now or ever. It does not meet the intent of the Roadless Rule, does 
not provide for Hoonah, will not create significant economic growth, and will only reduce economic opportunity 
induced through climate change. Please see the longview of management of the Tongass and compromise on 
this issue which impacts us all. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ian Johnson 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3440 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
My family and I love the adventure and experience the current Tongass provides. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeffrey Johnson 
 
Eagle River, AK 99577 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3440 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee:  
 
My family and I love the adventure and experience the current Tongass provides. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jeffrey Johnson  
Eagle River, AK 99577 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/22/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jenessa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I disagree with the preferred choice of the Department of Agriculture. This route opens a lot of pristine 
wilderness and old growth up to logging and mining interests, we need to keep this area protected and 
roadless. I would prefer alternative number one but at the very least we need to protect some of it and thus I 
support alternative 2 and 3. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Thank you for taking comments. I believe that the Tongass Nat'l Forest should remain roadless and intact. 
There are few places with intact ecosystems remaining in the US, and it is important for its role in protecting 
fisheries, wildlife, migrating and reproducing birds, and water. Please leave it roadless. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joel Johnson and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joel Johnson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JOEL 
Last name: JOHNSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3864 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
JOEL JOHNSON 
 
Silver Spring, MD 20908 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/19/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joel 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joel Johnson and I live in Santa Cruz, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joel Johnson 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 2:30:04 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
We must not build roads in the Tongass. 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, and for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and roads 
will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. Ancient forests are 
strongholds of climate resilience as long as they remain undivided, and the Tongass is one of world's largest. 
 
All of the alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and logging across 
the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of taxpayer dollars 
every year, cutting our old growth and other trees, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive 
activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism. 
 
Stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-growth 
forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow 
the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Judith Johnson 
Olympia, WA 98513 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Judith Johnson and I live in Charleston, South Carolina. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Judith Johnson 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC585 
 
*Dear Secretary Perdue and Senator Murkowski,* [text bolded for emphasis] 
 
I am currently on a boat cruise off the coast of Kruzof Island. On this cruise, I am exploring and learning about 
the natural habitat of this area that is so special to local Sitkans, including the intertidal area on the shore of 
Kruzof island. 
 
Only 10 miles west of Sitka, Kruzof is widely used as a place for locals to fish, hunt, forage and recreate. From 
Sea Lion Bay to Shelikof, North Beach to Shoals Point, the Forest Service manages extensive recreation 
infrastructure such as cabins, trails, and the existing road system for our enjoyment. Sitka black-tailed deer are 
plentiful, as are chum and pink salmon that run through the numerous stream systems on the island. Kruzof 
Island contains productive, intact fish habitat, with three Tongass 77 and four TNC 'conservation priority areas' 
identified on the island. Mt. Edgecumbe volcano is an incredible day hike, and only a piece of the island's 
fascinating geologic activity. 
 
The intertidal zone of Kruzof is replete with life: black seaweed and mussels are harvested off these shores. 
Sea anemones and starfish populate the rocks. Crabs and fish hide in the bright-green eel grass. Lucky visitors 
may even spot an octopus hiding beneath a crevice. The intertidal area of Kruzof depends on healthy forests. 
Clearcut logging leads to sedimentation of rivers and estuaries, and endangers the prolific ecosystems like the 
one I am visiting today. 
 
Our use and enjoyment of Kruzof Island depends entirely on the health of its forests and ecosystems. 
Currently, Kruzof Island is protected from old-growth clearcutting and road building under the 2001 Roadless 
Rule. As it stands, the 2001 Roadless Rule safeguards our recreation and subsistence activities on Kruzof. *It 
is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remains in place on Kruzof Island, and throughout the Tongass 
National Forest.* [text bolded for emphasis] Opening up this area to more clearcutting and roadbuilding will 
jeopardize my way of life, and will sacrifice the spirit of Sitka that brings so many people to this special place. I 
do not want to see the 2001 Roadless Rule repealed on Kruzof, or anywhere else in the Tongass. Please 
protect this land for future generations to enjoy in perpetuity. 
 
*Personal Comments:* [text bolded for emphasis] I am not interested in learning more! 
 
I am one of the many lifelong residents of SE Alaska who want to keep the Roadless Rule in place. It is crucial 
for protecting salmon habitats and as a lifelong commercial fisherman/subsistence user I understand it's 
importance for sustainability. It is far more valuable as it is than it ever will be any other way. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karen L. 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
 
 
I have been thinking about this letter for weeks wondering how to pack in a lifetime of experiences, values and 
knowledge both passed down and learned firsthand into a thoughtful request to not exempt the Tongass 
National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. I could talk about my 52 years here in Alaska, my 46 years and 
counting as an Alaska commercial fisherman, my love of this place and all it has to offer but this isn't about me, 
my future, our future, their future. This is about the future. Put quite simply the Tongass is the glue that holds 
this unique ecosystem together. The ocean, rivers and forests rely on each other and if you stress one you 
stress them all. 
 
There are no short-term gains that can possibly justify the long-term impacts that will result from removing the 
protection the Tongass receives from the 2001 Roadless Rule. This is not a time for shortsightedness, we have 
evolved here, it's a skill we as humans are more capable of but do not pretend the ecosystem can do the same 
without grave consequences. 
 
 
 
$ and sense: Our communities here in SE Alaska rely heavily on this ecosystem as a whole for our food, 
culture, jobs, recreation and wellbeing. Tourism, subsistence, sport fishing, hunting, sustainable small logging 
operations and commercial fishing boost our economy. Remove the Tongass from the protection of the 
Roadless Rule and you ignore the importance of sustainability not just for our communities but for everything 
that relies on the glue holding all this together. 
 
 
 
Think to the future, please protect the sustainable future not one that echoes mistakes that we made in the 
past. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karolina 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karolina Johnson 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Karolina 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I vehemently ask you to stop the Forest Service's plan to go into the Tongass National Forest to destroy one of 
the last natural treasures of forest that we, up until now, have protected for our descendants and other living 
beings who come after us. 
 
I strongly oppose eliminating "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest and urge you to 
select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Your proposal to open the door to clear cutting and bulldozing is shortsighted and will be judged by all history to 
come.. The Tongass belongs to all Americans and to sacrifice this for some soon to be gone jobs and money, 
shows the same childish and unwise decision making, that has gone before so much of earlier non-repairable 
or final destruction of resources. 
 
All of Man's history, including the Bible, is full of examples of his shortsightedness in destroying his natural 
environments, in the end to his own loss, America has been faster and more efficient at it than all others. 
 
Please - think of future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to keep "Roadless Rule" protections 
for the Tongass and Chugach. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Karolina Johnson 
 
Madison, WI 53705 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 7:11:38 AM 
First name: Karolina 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
 
 
RE: Don't exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule 
 
null 
 
 
Docket Number: FS-2019-0023 
 
Secretary Perdue: 
 
I urge you to keep the Roadless Area Conservation Rule intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Tongass serves as a habitat for hundreds of species of wildlife, including wolves, grizzly bears and so 
many others. More than 300 species of birds make their homes in its trees, and its streams and waterways 
provide habitat for spawning salmon and trout. 
 
To open this pristine wild space up for destructive development by removing its Roadless Rule protections 
would be a tragedy. Keep the Roadless Rule -- and the Tongass National Forest -- intact. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
Karolina Johnson 
2910 Barlow Street, Madison, WI 
Madison, WI 53705 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kassidy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kassidy Johnson and I live in Dublin, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kassidy Johnson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kate 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kate Johnson and I live in Sitka, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I am an Alaskan who lives in Southeast Alaska. I, and other Alaskans, value the land and the forests around 
us. It is vital that we continue to protect wildlife habitat and a subsistence lifestyle in Alaska. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathalyn 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Its imperative that we preserve old growth forests!! I say NO to opening it to logging and development. Forests, 
especially old growth forests, provide far more important benefits beyond just lumber. 
 
https://www.ecowatch.com/importance-of-old-growth-forests-carbon-capture-potential-grows-with-a-1 Table 1. 
 
Functions, Goods, and Services of Old-Growth Forest Ecosystems FunctionsProduction and regulation of 
waterFormation &amp; retention of soilRegulation of atmosphere &amp; climateRegulation of 
disturbancesRegulation of nutrients and pollutionProvision of habitatFood production Production of raw 
materialsPollinationBiological controlProduction of genetic &amp; medicinal resourcesProduction of ornamental 
resourcesProduction of aesthetic resourcesProduction of recreational resourcesProduction of spiritual, historic, 
and cultural resourcesProduction of scientific and educational resourcesExamples of Goods and Services 
ProducedForests capture precipitation; filter, retain, and store water; regulate levels and timing of 
runoff.Forests accumulate organic matter, and prevent erosion to help maintain productivity of soils.Forest biota 
produce oxygen, and help maintain good air quality and a favorable climate.Forests reduce flood damage by 
storing flood waters, and reducing and slowing flooding.Forests improve water quality by trapping pollutants 
before they reach streams and aquifers.Forests provide habitat for flora and fauna.Forests convert solar energy 
into edible plants and animals.Forests produce wood fiber, mushrooms, streams with energy convertible to 
electricity.Insects facilitate pollination of wild plants and agricultural crops. Birds, bats, and microorganisms 
control pests and diseases.Genetic material in forest plants and animals provide potential basis for drugs and 
pharmaceuticals.Products from forest plants and animals provide materials for handicraft, jewelry, worship, 
decoration, and souvenirsTrees, wetlands, riparian vegetation, and streams provide basis for enjoyment of 
scenery.Forests provide basis for outdoor sports, eco-tourism.Forests serve as basis for group identity, spiritual 
renewal, folklore.Forests provide inputs for research and focus for on-site education. Source: Adapted by 
ECONorthwest from De Groot, R., M. Wilson, and R. Boumans. 2002. A Typology for the Classification, 
Description and Valuation of Ecosystem Functions, Goods and Services. Ecological Economics 41: 393-408; 
Kusler, J. 2003. Assessing Functions and Values. Institute for Wetland Science and Public Policy and the 
Association of Wetland Managers, Inc.; and Postel, S. and S. Carpenter. 1997. Freshwater Ecosystem 
Services. in Nature's Services: Societal Dependence on Natural Ecosystems. Edited by G.C. Daily. 
Washington, D.C.: Island Press, pgs. 195-2 881849523.html 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative #1, the No-Action alternative, in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the 
proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate 
rainforest in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the 
economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Removing the protection afforded by the Roadless Rule 
would threaten habitat for grizzly and black bears, rare Alexander Archipelago wolves, and wild salmon. 
Furthermore, it would be a major blow to one of our greatest defenses against climate change: the forest's 
centuries-old trees that store huge amounts of carbon, more than any forest in the nation. I urge you to keep 
the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska; for the benefit of 
the State and, in fact, the entire planet. 
 
 
 
Adopted by the USDA Forest Service in January 2001 after the most extensive public involvement in the history 
of federal rulemaking, the Roadless Rule generally prohibited road construction and commercial logging in 
national forest roadless areas. The Roadless Rule has prevailed over numerous court challenges and 
administrative and legislative attacks during the past 18 years. It continues to enjoy broad public support. I 
oppose any reduction of protections for national forest roadless areas. 
 
 
 
The DEIS claims that the proposed changes will have no environmental or economic impacts, yet the purported 
need for the change includes economic benefit to Alaskans. This is absurd; both cannot be true. If there is no 
economic impact, how can it provide economic benefits? In fact, neither statement is true. Allowing 
roadbuilding and logging in the Tongass-and possibly also the Chugach-National Forests would negatively 
affect water quality and the fisheries and tourism industries, which provide far more jobs for Alaskans than the 
logging industry. The rule change would adversely affect both the environment and the economy. 
 
 
 
Furthermore, the proposed rule change would cost taxpayers millions of dollars to subsidize maintenance costs 
on environmentally damaging roads for a timber industry that relies on massive federal subsidies. The value of 
the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-building and 
logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues and require 
unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
 
 
Your proposal to allow clearcutting and bulldozing is irresponsible and fundamentally threatens these values. 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans and should not be sacrificed to the timber industry, which provides a 
small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska compared to tourism and fishing - both of which rely 
on intact forests to thrive. It is even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests because the 
Forest Service has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, harming wildlife and waters along 
the way. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Katherine Johnson, DVM 
 
 
 
[Position] 



 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kayla 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6284 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
The Tongass is and always will be. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kristen 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC288 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watersheds and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lacey 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6470 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to *combat climate change* [text underlined from emphasis]. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country.Save our public lands! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurel 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC145 
 
The trees in SE Alaska are some of the most beautiful I've seen. They do SO MUCH for our environment and 
need to be protected. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Laurel 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6232 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)*  [Text 
italicized] 
 
The Tongass Forest is *SO*[Text underlined for emphasis] important to Southeast to both the communities and 
the wildlife. I'm a photographer and love to capture the beauty of Alaska and it's forest. Don't ruin my passion 
by destroying it! 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes *No*[Text circled] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: LAVERNE 
Last name: JOHNSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Laverne Johnson and I live in Cutler Bay, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
Let us leave Mother Nature alone and let her continue to keep the universe alive and well and beautiful! 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), medium-impact recreation (FS cabins, trails, mooring buoys, 3-sided 
shelters), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless 
characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc), hydroelectric 
development, inter-tie/transmission line construction. It is important to me that high-value intact habitat 
including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any 
alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, support small-scale, 
sustainable logging, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is [Linda] [johnson and I live in [Santa Cruz], [CA]. 
[4969] 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Johnson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lindsay 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a wood-product (skis and snowboards) manufacturer and commercial fisher, I am extremely concerned 
about maintaining healthy forests in the Tongass. The current Roadless designation DOES NOT HURT my 
business use of selectively harvested wood. Throwing out the Roadless Rule WOULD devalue our forest 
resources as well as the habitat stability those intact ecosystems provide for salmon. To say that it's either 
Roadless Rule or Industry is a false choice. My year-round businesses are proof. 
 
 
 
I grew up in the Ketchikan area and have seen the impacts of logging projects ranging from small to massive. 
Clear-cutting for export is an outdated business model; surely the Forest Service understands that times have 
changed and a sustainable economic future depends on sustainable practices, which the Roadless Rule 
enforces. 
 
 
 
Please select the "no-action" alternative on the Alaska-specific Roadless Rule and protect all inventoried 
roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest under the 2001 National Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
Thank you. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lisa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lisa Johnson and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
When we destroy nature, nature cannot take care of us.  We are all doomed if nature is beat up on!  Be kind to 
the environment, we need to for the sake of all life on this planet! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lisa Johnson 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Liv 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
This can not happen on our planet. I support the protection on natural areas. We do not want more 
consumerism or greed or an unhealthy planet. This land is important for the safety, health, and happiness of 
the country and world. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Liv Johnson 
 
Barboursville, WV 25504 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lon 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6025 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, [Signature] 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Luke 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
First, in a single sentence I'll say that I think Alaska should be exempted from the Roadless Rule. I recall 
distinctly when it went into effect in 2001, at the time I was living in the Black Hills National Forrest. The 
concept of a blanket rule that froze the status of nearly all new access to the public's National Forest at an 
arbitrary point in time seemed short sighted then, as it still does today. Many (especially non-Alaskan) 
supporters of the Rule champion how 'unique and different' Alaska is, and they likely don't realize that 
sentiment is a precisely argument for exemption from the nationwide Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
I currently live in the Tongass National Forrest, and have been fortunate to travel around a good part of the 
area, including Sitka, Pelican, Hoonah, Kake, Angoon, Juneau, Haines, Wrangell, Klawock, Craig, etc; I would 
like to think I have some concept of what the Tongass intrinsically is composed of. Of course that travel has 
always been by plane or boat, and rarely short trips out side of communities where the very few remaining 
USFS roads still exist. Prince of Wales is a nice exception where you can drive across the island on what were 
indeed roads pioneered by the timber industry. Likewise, in my own boat I have seen areas that those who 
aren't so fortunate have zero access to: Rodman Bay, Hoonah Sound, Redoubt, Kruzof Island, and many more 
areas within the range of my small boat in the Sitka area. 
 
 
 
Again, I often contrast my former home with my current. The Black Hills NF district literally advertises and 
promotes the existing USFS maintained road system ( https://www.fs.usda.gov/activity/blackhills/recreation/ohv 
); they have 3600 miles of roads/trails within a the 1.2 million acre forest. Here in the Tongass the trend has 
been to shun, abandon and vilify any roads. We have around 2100 miles of road in the 16 million acre forest ( 
https://www.adfg.alaska.gov/static/home/library/pdfs/habitat/00_07.pdf ) . To turn that into a comparison, the 
Black Hills NF has 22 times the road density of the Tongass NF! And of course, with the Roadless Rule, the 
vast majority of the Tongass NF will remain unused, unappreciated, and unaccessible by the public. 
 
 
 
I would like to quote directly from a USFS website ( https://www.fs.fed.us/eng/road_mgt/qanda.shtml ): "What is 
the purpose of the Forest Service Road System? Although the majority of forest roads were constructed to 
facilitate timber harvesting, today the Forest Service Road System constitutes an important component of the 
Nation's rural road system. It provides access for resource protection and for commercial activities or public 
uses such as timber harvesting, recreation outfitting, mining, and grazing. In addition, the system provides 
access for recreational activities such as hunting, fishing, skiing, bird watching, camping, hiking, and driving for 
pleasure." It seems clear the USFS understands how the small fraction of the public that actually get out and 
into our National Forests use the existing roads; it is a pity that so many rail against this access who have likely 
live nowhere near Alaska, or the Tongass NF. 
 
 
 
This is debate is not about 'timber and mining' as so many mistakenly believe... This blanket rule has already, 
and will continue to inhibit public and individual use of the forest. I personally would love to see the USFS 
provide the public with the benefit of roads. I would like to see citizens living in the Tongass without boats or 
aircraft be able to venture further into the forest with vehicles or ATVs. I would like to see new roads allowing 
the public to explore interesting places, such as lakes, waterfalls, hot springs, mountain passes, and when 
possible transit between communities in an efficient manner. 
 
 
 
In a recent local news article, one of the members of our State Advisory committee made a comment 
(https://www.kcaw.org/2018/11/06/sitkans-tell-ak-roadless-rule-committee-that-best-action-is-no-action/) 



"Eliminating the Roadless Rule will not bring back the logging industry", clearly espousing the politically easy 
'no action' option and the near sightedness that only one user group is interested in USFS roads. I disagree 
completely. In my hometowns scoping letter, ( 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/nfs/11558/www/nepa/109834_FSPLT3_5116142.pdf ) our city provided an excellent 
non-timber need for roads: we need access to reach environmentally friendly hydroelectric power sources. 
 
 
 
Remove or modify the Roadless Rule from Alaska and see what uses the Public and the USFS might actually 
find for new roads within our forest! I don't think it will be timber either, but I'm hoping it will be recreation! 
Eliminating the Roadless Rule is not a mandate to build roads, it is simply the opportunity to serve the public; 
opportunity is a good thing. 
 
 
 
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lydia 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Hello-I am writing in response to the proposed changes to the Roadless Rule in Southeast Alaska, more 
specifically, in the Tongass National Forest. This forest is public land- meaning it is owned by everyone. 
Opening our public lands to logging is not in the best interest of the Tongass National Forest, nor in the best 
interest of the public (who owns it). Some of the last old growth stands in the Tongass would become available 
to logging; these stands house trees that are a thousand years old and irreplaceable. We cannot cut down the 
few trees left that have seen the United States of America become a nation. These trees are priceless and 
deserve protection. I have stood among these giant trees, in forests that have never been touched; there are 
no words to describe the feelings one experiences in an ecosystem like that. I agree that people rely on these 
timber stands to make a living in Southeast Alaska- instead of giving them the last old growth timber, why won't 
the government direct its resources into helping the small mills re-jig their set-ups to accommodate 2nd growth 
timber stands. There are ways to help the logging economy evolve to survive in current times; its time they 
leave the past behind and meet us all in the present, a present where old growth timber is preserved. Please 
do not remove the in-place exemption that is protecting the Tongass National Forest. We cannot ever recover 
what will be lost if the Tongass is opened up to old growth logging. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marc 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our remaining, vanishing roadless areas are among few resources we can offer future generations, and their 
intact ecosystems within the Tongass drive our economy fueled today by fishing and tourism. Our fishermen 
rely on intact streams and our visitors and neighbors deserve wild places without roads, gates, and even-aged 
2nd growth timber. Once it's gone, it's gone. The FS Chief has responded to the overwhelming public support 
of the No Action Alternative by saying this is not a poll, yet in NEPA training we're told that this public process 
is integral to the agencies and our society. A public process of genuine intent is supposed to prevent short-
sided politics or industry from overtaking the will of the people, and I therefore hope the agency will honor the 
No Action Alternative. Should a hydropower project or an access issue arise in a community, the USFS should 
respond as they have done by considering exemptions on a case-by-case basis. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I support Alternative 1 - continue to fully protect the Tongass NF roadless area. I have visited there by sea, and 
can personally state that the quality of the timber viewed from the sea is vastly inferior to the timber available in 
WA, OR and CA. I lived in WA for 25 years and I know what good timber looks like, what sort of growing 
season creates good lumber. Leave the Tongass alone - what we need now is more carbon sequestration to 
protect from climate, not inferior timber. 
 
The Tongass area supports a broad spectrum of wildlife, protecting a whole ecosystem of nature. One only 
needs to cruise by sea along the coast of British Columbia, where decades unrestrained logging and fishing 
destroyed the complex ecosystem, to then reach SE Alaska and see an explosion of wildlife due to a well 
managed fishery and forestry practice. Don't destroy decades of careful management by allowing rampant 
extraction. 
 
Protect the Tongass! Protect the local peoples who practice sustainable living there. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Johnson and I live in Mount Kisco, New York. 
 
Once we destroy our environment, we will have to work very hard to restore it. In some cases, that will be 
impossible. The loss of the Tongass rain forest would do great harm to the entire world. Please don't clearcut 
this forest! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Mary Johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: McKenzie 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mckenzie Johnson and I live in Akron, OH. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
We have very few old growth forests left. Once clear cut they will never grow back the same. There is no valid 
reason to cut a single tree from this endangered ecosystem. We must protect the few untouched places the 
Earth has left. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational 
opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future 
generations, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:20:29 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Johnson 
Knoxville, TN 37932 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: mike 
Last name: johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule comment 
 
As a lifelong Alaskan I support a full exemption from the roadless rule. I intend to remain in Alaska indefinitely 
as I hope my children will do also. To do this we need sustainable resource extraction to create jobs and 
industry. We also need good infrastructure and power grid inter ties which will require roads and access 
corridors through our vast forests. 
 
Mike Johnson 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Miriam 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Miriam Johnson and I live in Hillsborough, NC. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless 
Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I care deeply about the Tongass because this forest is a sanctuary for LIFE, not just the salmon, bear, deer and 
all the other animal that call it home, but a storage of oxygen and clean air for all of us on this planet. As more 
and more carbon is released into the atmosphere we need sanctuaries or oxygen to keep us alive for 
generations to come. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, develop more recreational opportunities, like trails and cabins, establish the economic 
value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the 
Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create 
opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire 
American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Molly 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our world depends on forests and cutting them down will bring an eradication not only animals in that area but 
also will bring a negative impact on human society. Please do not cut down anymore of the Tongass forest in 
Alaska. Replant, regrow what you've taken away so far! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nash 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicole 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Pat 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pat Johnson and I live in Galloway, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Pat Johnson 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: R 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is R Johnson and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
I beg you, once again, in the name of all that is good and holy, please stop the destruction of our national parks 
for corporate profits. This does not serve the common good and only worsens the damage being done to our 
environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, R Johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Randy 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization: Tyler Rental, Inc. 
Title: President 
Comments: 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
December 13, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service 
 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
PO Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
Good Morning, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments about the Preferred Alternative 6, full exemption for the 
Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 
 
In 2001, the Clinton Administration, in the last minute of then President Clinton's term, proceeded to designate 
58 million acres of the Nations Forests as Roadless areas. This included 9.4 million acres of the Tongass 
National Forest even though this decision went against previous Congressional intent and decimated the timber 
industry in Southeast Alaska and 4200 high payment jobs along with it. 
 
This Roadless rule failed to take the following items into consideration when it was implemented: 
 
1. Prohibition of road access to new hydropower sites. Future hydropower and support facilities, such as those 
envisioned by Report #97- 01, will be subject to the prohibition on road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 
("The final rule retains all of the provisions that recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to 
these facilities is needed to ensure safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations 
pursuant to the terms of the existing permit or contract.") (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall within 
that exception. 
 
Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 1 indicates that for "[s]pecial-
use authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission lines, pipelines)," existing facilities are 
not affected but "future developments requiring roads [are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one 
of the exceptions applies."' 
 
1. Prohibition on access to Tongass geothermal resources. Although the Roadless Rule allows access to 
locatable minerals, it denies access to new leases for minerals subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, 
including geothermal resources, "because of the potentially significant environmental impacts that road 
construction could cause to inventoried roadless areas."' There also is no explanation as to why the access 
impacts associated with locatable minerals, which are allowed, are different from the access impacts 
associated with leasable minerals. 
2. Wind Power. There is no exception for wind power or other renewable energy projects [mdash]trees cannot 
be cut in roadless areas to provide sites for wind turbines and roads cannot be constructed to wind power sites 
to install the turbines. 
 
 
 
    
 
 
 



1. Practical Impacts on Mining Access of Prohibiting Road Construction. Locatable minerals, like gold, must be 
provided "reasonable access." But, the Rule specifically says that "reasonable access" does not mean road 
access;"' The Roadless Rule Record of Decision states that "[r]easonable rights of access may include, but are 
not limited to, road construction, reconstruction, helicopters or other nonmotorized access."' Experience has 
shown that "reasonable rights of access" typically does not translate into needed roads. 
 
The same regulations (36 C.F.R. Part 228) that provide for "reasonable access" in roadless areas also provide 
for reasonable access in Wilderness Areas [mdash] there are very few mines in Wilderness Areas. 
 
Special use permits allowing road access in or near wilderness areas are very difficult to obtain. For example, 
in 1977 the USFS denied a special use permit to U.S. Borax to construct a road for a bulk sample of 5,000 tons 
of ore at the Quartz Hill Project in a national monument, requiring access to be by helicopter. Southeast Alaska 
Conservation Council, Inc. v. Watson, 697 F.2d 1305 (9th Cir. 1983). As the opinion shows, six years later U.S. 
Borax still did not have a road permit needed to move that volume of ore. 
 
Mining exploration generally requires the drilling of multiple exploratory holes to determine the value of the 
mineral resource. If exploration establishes there are viable deposits, mine development normally requires site 
clearing for facilities. When a development is in a forest like the Tongass, exploration and development would 
typically require the substantial cutting of trees. Yet while "reasonable access" is technically permitted in 
inventoried roadless areas, cutting trees associated with mining exploration and development does not appear 
to be allowed. 
 
1. Impacts on Timber. The 2008 Amended Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) provided for phased 
timber development which kept the industry out of medium to high value roadless areas until it had harvested 
100 MMBF for two years in a row. The Roadless Rule reduces the ASQ for timber sales from 267MMBF under 
the 2008 Amended TLMP to 50MMBF. (FEIS at 3-378 to 3-379). Since historically timber offerings run about 
2/3 of the ASQ, this reduces timber sale offerings to around 35MMBF 
 
This Roadless rule also failed to consider the Laws it was violating when it was implemented: 
 
* The Roadless Rule violates section 101 of the TTRA, 16 U.S.C. [sect] 539d(a), by setting aside so much 
suitable Tongass forest land from timber harvest that it nullifies the TTRA requirement that Congress seek to 
meet the market demand for Tongass timber on an annual and decadal basis. Essentially, the Forest Service 
executed an end-run around the TTRA through intentional action making it impossible for the agency to seek to 
meet market demand for Tongass timber as directed by Congress. 
* The Roadless Rule violates section 1326(a) of ANILCA, 16 U.S.C. [sect]3213(a), by withdrawing more than 
5,000 acres of national forest lands within the State of Alaska without complying with ANILCA's statutory 
requirements. ANILCA section 1326(a) prohibits "executive branch action which withdraws more than five 
 
thousand acres . . . of public lands within the State of Alaska . .except by  
 compliance with this subsection." Compliance with the statute requires that 
 
 
 
Congress "pass[] a joint resolution of approval within one year after the notice. of such withdrawal [was] 
submitted to Congress." Id. The Roadless Rule withdrew nearly 15 million acres in the aggregate on Alaska's 
two national forests, the Chugach and the Tongass, when it prohibited road construction, road reconstruction 
and timber harvesting in Forest Service inventoried roadless areas, and it did so without seeking or obtaining 
congressional approval as required by the statute. 
 
* The Roadless Rule violates section 708 of ANILCA which specifically found that an earlier inventory of 
Roadless Areas in National Forests in Alaska was adequate, and no further review was required. 
 
As you can tell, 2001 Roadless Rule violated Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act multiple times 
and in doing so, it has impacted our communities and our families. By adapting the preferred Alternative 6 as 
law, this will help our local communities recover from the destructive decisions by previous administrations. The 
economic and health of Southeast Alaska would be strengthened if the Tongass were removed from the federal 
Roadless rule and managed as originally envisioned. Tourism, fishing, mining, energy development and a 



renewable timber industry can coexist to the benefit of all in Southeast Alaska. By making the Tongass National 
Forest exemption permanent, it will give us back the ability to work towards our future. 
 
Thank you for your time.  
 Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Randy Johnson, 
 
President 
 
Tyler Rental, Inc. 
 
 
 
i 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added). 
 
ii 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 
 
iii 66 Fed. Reg. at 3264 
 
iv (FEIS Vol.1, 3-329 to 350). 66 Fed. Reg. at 3264. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



TYLER RENTAL 
December 13, 2019 

USDA Forest Service 
Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
PO Box 21628 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 

Good Morning, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments about the Preferred Alternative 6, full 

exemption for the Tongass National Forest from the 2001 Roadless Rule. 

In 2001, the Clinton Administration, in the last minute of then President Clinton's term, 

proceeded to designate 58 million acres of the Nations Forests as Roadless areas. This 

included 9.4 million acres of the Tongass National Forest even though this decision went 

against previous Congressional intent and decimated the timber industry in Southeast Alaska 

and 4200 high payment jobs along with it. 

This Roadless rule failed to take the following items into consideration when it 

was implemented: 

1. Prohibition of road access to new hydropower sites. Future hydropower and support 

facilities, such as those envisioned by Report #97- 01, will be subject to the prohibition on 

road construction. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256 ("The final rule retains all of the provisions that 

recognize existing rights of access and use. Where access to these facilities is needed to 

ensure safe operation, a utility company may pursue necessary authorizations pursuant to 

the terms of the existing permit or contract.") (emphasis added). Future facilities do not fall 

within that exception. 

Likewise, the summary of Roadless Rule costs and benefits displayed in Table 1 indicates 

that for "[s]pecial-use authorizations (such as communications sites, electric transmission 

lines, pipelines)," existing facilities are not affected but "future developments requiring roads 

[are] excluded in inventoried roadless areas unless one of the exceptions applies."' 

2. Prohibition on access to Tongass geothermal resources. Although the Roadless 

Rule allows access to locatable minerals, it denies access to new leases for minerals 

subject to the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, including geothermal resources, "because of 

the potentially significant environmental impacts that road construction could cause to 

inventoried roadless areas."' There also is no explanation as to why the access impacts 

associated with locatable minerals, which are allowed, are different from the access 

impacts associated with leasable minerals. 

3. Wind Power. There is no exception for wind power or other renewable energy projects 

—trees cannot be cut in roadless areas to provide sites for wind turbines and roads 

cannot be constructed to wind power sites to install the turbines. 
 

    



4. Practical Impacts on Mining Access of Prohibiting Road Construction. Locatable 

minerals, like gold, must be provided "reasonable access." But, the Rule specifically says 

that "reasonable access" does not mean road access;"' The Roadless Rule Record of 

Decision states that "[r]easonable rights of access may include, but are not limited to, road 

construction, reconstruction, helicopters or other nonmotorized access."' Experience has 

shown that "reasonable rights of access" typically does not translate into needed roads. 

The same regulations (36 C.F.R. Part 228) that provide for "reasonable access" in roadless 

areas also provide for reasonable access in Wilderness Areas — there are very few mines 

in Wilderness Areas. 

Special use permits allowing road access in or near wilderness areas are very difficult to 

obtain. For example, in 1977 the USFS denied a special use permit to U.S. Borax to 

construct a road for a bulk sample of 5,000 tons of ore at the Quartz Hill Project in a 

national monument, requiring access to be by helicopter. Southeast Alaska Conservation 

Council, Inc. v. Watson, 697 F.2d 1305 (9th Cir. 1983). As the opinion shows, six years 

later U.S. Borax still did not have a road permit needed to move that volume of ore. 

Mining exploration generally requires the drilling of multiple exploratory holes to determine 

the value of the mineral resource. If exploration establishes there are viable deposits, 

mine development normally requires site clearing for facilities. When a development is in a 

forest like the Tongass, exploration and development would typically require the 

substantial cutting of trees. Yet while "reasonable access" is technically permitted in 

inventoried roadless areas, cutting trees associated with mining exploration and 

development does not appear to be allowed. 

5. Impacts on Timber. The 2008 Amended Tongass Land Management Plan (TLMP) 

provided for phased timber development which kept the industry out of medium to high 

value roadless areas until it had harvested 100 MMBF for two years in a row. The 

Roadless Rule reduces the ASQ for timber sales from 267MMBF under the 2008 

Amended TLMP to 50MMBF. (FEIS at 3-378 to 3-379). Since historically timber offerings 

run about 2/3 of the ASQ, this reduces timber sale offerings to around 35MMBF 

This Roadless rule also failed to consider the Laws it was violating when it was implemented:  

 The Roadless Rule violates section 101 of the TTRA, 16 U.S.C. § 539d(a), by 

setting aside so much suitable Tongass forest land from timber harvest that it 

nullifies the TTRA requirement that Congress seek to meet the market demand for 

Tongass timber on an annual and decadal basis. Essentially, the Forest Service 

executed an end-run around the TTRA through intentional action making it 

impossible for the agency to seek to meet market demand for Tongass timber as 

directed by Congress. 

 The Roadless Rule violates section 1326(a) of ANILCA, 16 U.S.C. §3213(a), by 

withdrawing more than 5,000 acres of national forest lands within the State of 

Alaska without complying with ANILCA's statutory requirements. ANILCA section 

1326(a) prohibits "executive branch action which withdraws more than five 

thousand acres . . . of public lands within the State of Alaska . .except by  

compliance with this subsection." Compliance with the statute requires that 



Congress "pass[] a joint resolution of approval within one year after the notice. of 

such withdrawal [was] submitted to Congress." Id. The Roadless Rule withdrew 

nearly 15 million acres in the aggregate on Alaska's two national forests, the 

Chugach and the Tongass, when it prohibited road construction, road 

reconstruction and timber harvesting in Forest Service inventoried roadless areas, 

and it did so without seeking or obtaining congressional approval as required by 

the statute. 

 The Roadless Rule violates section 708 of ANILCA which specifically found that an earlier 

inventory of Roadless Areas in National Forests in Alaska was adequate, and no further 

review was required. 

As you can tell, 2001 Roadless Rule violated Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation Act 

multiple times and in doing so, it has impacted our communities and our families. By adapting the 

preferred Alternative 6 as law, this will help our local communit ies recover from the destructive 

decisions by previous administrations. The economic and health of Southeast Alaska would be 

strengthened if the Tongass were removed from the federal Roadless rule and managed as 

originally envisioned. Tourism, fishing, mining, energy development and a renewable timber 

industry can coexist to the benefit of all in Southeast Alaska. By making the Tongass National 

Forest exemption permanent, it will give us back the ability to work towards our future.  

Thank you for your time.  

Sincerely, 

 
Randy Johnson, 

President 

Tyler Rental, Inc. 

i 66 Fed. Reg. at 3269 (emphasis added). 

ii 66 Fed. Reg. at 3256. 

iii 66 Fed. Reg. at 3264 

iv (FEIS Vol.1, 3-329 to 350). 66 Fed. Reg. at 3264. 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Protecting old-growth forests is crucial for mitigating the catastrophic effects of climate change, effects Alaska 
is already reeling from. The landmark 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a critical component in the 
fight against climate change. It must not be weakened in Alaska or anywhere else. 
 
 
 
Weakening this policy in Alaska will cause irreparable harm to local and indigenous communities, Southeast 
Alaska's economy, salmon fisheries, Alaska's tourism industry, and wildlife. The rule continues to receive 
overwhelming support in Alaska and across the nation. It is not the will of the people. 
 
 
 
Protect our environment, our climate, and our creatures. Keep the Roadless Rule strong! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rene' 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
DO NOT open the Tongass National Forest, or any others, for logging! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Richard Johnson and I live in Chiloquin, Oregon. 
 
 
Do not log my old growth forests for a few dirty dollars and a few temporary jobs.  
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Richard Johnson 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Richard Johnson 
 
Edina, Minnesota 55435 
 
Regards, Richard Johnson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
Richard Johnson3330 Edinborourgh Way Unit 732Edina, Minnesota 55435  
Regards, Richard Johnson 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rob 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6297 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the *No-Action Alternative*[text bolded for emphasis] for the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement on the proposed changes to the Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans reduce and 
remove protections from roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains the largest 
remaining intact temperature rainforest on Earth, and its value in providing clean water and habitat for fish and 
wildlife is essential to the economic and ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical 
carbon sink to combat climate change. 
 
I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in 
Alaska and across the country. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3469 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Robert Johnson 
Albuquerque, NM 87110 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4926 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5245 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have worked hauling log rafts all over Southeast Alaska. Wrangell, Haines, Petersburg, etc. I know the 
Tongass. I know the salmon. Please keep the Roadless Rule in place. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Johnson 
 
Memphis, TN 38103 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3469 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robert Johnson 
 
Albuquerque, NM 87110 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roberta 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Roberta Johnson and I live in West Covina, California. 
 
 
Let's make this state beautiful while also making it healthy. Let's clean the air! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Roberta Johnson 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robin 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4113 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please continue with the Roadless Rule to conserve the Tongass National Forest. Animals, fish, and wildlife 
need to be left unaltered in their natural habitat! 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Robin Johnson 
 
Murrieta, CA 92562 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sandra Johnson and I live in Renton, Washington. 
 
We need an economy that values clean air and healthy communities! Toxic pollutants are no longer acceptable 
by society, and should not be acceptable by any industry or government either. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Sandra Johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3850 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Sean Johnson 
Anchorage, AK 99503 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3850 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sean Johnson 
 
Anchorage, AK 99503 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: shawn 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Shawn Johnson and I live in Encinitas, Ca. 
Dear Public Comment, 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, shawn Johnson 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: STEVEN 
Last name: JOHNSON 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep The Tongass Alaska Forest Preserved As No Road 
 
Dear Sir, 
 
 
 
I'm concerned that there is talk of allowing roads in the Tongass forest for logging. This is wrong &amp; should 
be stopped to maintain this forests contribution to climate. 
 
 
 
Thank you for your help in stopping this action. 
 
 
 
Steve Johnson 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: susan 
Last name: johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is susan johnson and I live in Kittery, Maine. 
 
Please don't roll back conservation rule (roadless rule) ; BUT Rather make and interject MORE RULES WHICH 
SHALL STOP AND MAKE ILLEGAL clearcutting of trees there. our personal comment will be added here.] 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, susan johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Talon 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Teresa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Teresa Johnson and I live in Colorado Springs, Colorado. 
 
It only takes moments to cut a tree down. It takes decades to replace one. Yet trees are so vital for the health 
of the whole world. Leave them be! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Teresa Johnson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trent 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Trevor 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 2:39:24 PM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Vicki Johnson 
Kansas City, MO 64137 
 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1253 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, The Tongass is super important!! 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  The Tongass is super important!! 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC676 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of Alaska. I do NOT want Alaska and the Tongass exempt from the 
Roadless Rule because fish are super important to SE. Alaskan economy and culture and ending the roadless 
rule would do that. I work for the Alaska Department of Fish and Game and please PROTECT THE TONGASS 
Thanks, 
 
Willa 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  The Tongass is super important!! 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  The Tongass is super important!! 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Willa 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  The Tongass is super important!! 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5333 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have seen throughout my sixty years how the destruction and degradation of riparian Ecosystems are directly 
tied to road access. Roads are often not the direct cause, but are almost without exception the necessary 
cause of habitat loss. 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
William Johnson 
 
Narberth, PA 19072 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4907 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: zachary 
Last name: johnson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I strongly oppose exmpting Alaska's Tongass NF from the 2001 Roadless Rule. It is important these forests 
remain untouched. Hopefully, many voices can be heard over the lobbying. Thank you for your time. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cody 
Last name: Johnsrud 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Megan 
Last name: Johnsson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5006 
 
I, Meghan Johnsson strongly favor Alternative One's plan for the Tongass National Forest. As a 17 year old 
girl, your actions now will impact my furture. Please keep me, and my peers in your consideration when making 
decisions about the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 2:48:04 PM 
First name: Amity 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue: 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest, which exists within the traditional territories of the Tlingit, Haida, and 
Tsimshian peoples. The Tongass is the world's largest intact temperate rainforest and has been called 
"America's Climate Forest" as it is the single most important national forest for carbon sequestration and 
climate change mitigation in the United States. 
 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than 
the world's entire transportation network, which is why countries, including the U.S., must commit to reducing 
emissions and protecting forest carbon sinks, like the Tongass National Forest.  
 
During the original rulemaking process, more than 1.5 million Americans voiced support for the Roadless Rule, 
which followed decades of clear-cutting that had a destructive and lasting impact on the Tongass. The rule 
continues to receive overwhelming support, with a 2019 poll finding three-fourths of the general public in 
support of the Roadless Rule.  
 
If Alaska is exempt from the Roadless Rule, it will open up the forest to further industrial scale logging. 
Deforestation of the Tongass will threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting rivers and streams, harm 
cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Indigenous communities, jeopardize local economies based on 
tourism and fisheries, and continue to cost taxpayers money. New budget data revealed that the US Forest 
Service could end up losing more than $180 million in the Tongass over the next four years.  
 
 
Additionally, many Indigenous communities have stated they are not interested in exempting the Tongass from 
the Roadless Rule. In October, The Affiliated Tribes of Northwest Indians, which represents 57 tribal 
governments, passed a resolution in support of the Roadless Rule in Alaska. If the Tongass is made exempt 
from the Roadless Rule, it will not only destroy the forest and our global climate but the exemption will actively 
contribute to the ongoing genocide of Indigenous Peoples whose identities, cultures, and livelihoods are 
integral to the forest. 
 
I urge you and the Forest Service to protect over 9 million acres of forest, defend our global climate, and stand 
with Indigenous and local communities by keeping the National Roadless rule intact and selecting the no-action 
alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative 1. 
  
Sincerely, Amity 
 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chad 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The science is clear - we need these forests to slow global warming and store carbon. It is folly to strip away 
our last protections, as if the goal is to denude the planet and accelerate our world's demise. 
 
Where is the rational thinking on this issue? Wealth will not provide any benefit when the surface of the earth 
becomes unlivable. We have nowhere else to go. It doesn't get any simpler. 
 
I adamantly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
Please. Think. Consult those who know. Act for the great good. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chad D Johnston 
 
Portland, OR 97233 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: elizabeth 
Last name: johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and logging 
across the Tongass National Forest. These have zero return on investment and cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year. In addition, these activities degrade the naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, 
wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
The Roadless Rule also helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Untied we stand, divided we fall... and we will fall hard if we continue along this path. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
elizabeth johnston 
 
Seattle, WA 98199 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erika 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please see attached file. Please let me know if the file does not come through. 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, 
graphics,, or tables from the attached original. 
 
I lived in Juneau, Alaska until I was a young adult. I have a BA in biology from Gustavus Adolphus College. I 
am writing because I strongly support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I want to keep the Roadless Rule protection for the 
Tongass because it is important to protect our economy. We need to do our best to stop climate change, which 
negatively impacts Southeast Alaska.Also, we need to protect wildlife such as glacier bears, Alexander 
Archipelago wolves and certain birds. Finally, protecting the Tongass is morally the correct course of action, 
and protecting the Tongass is the most popular option.  
 
We must protect our most important industries in southeast AK. According to the most recent numbers I could 
find, which are from 2013, Logging employment in Southeast Alaska is 1% and mining is 2%. Seafood 
employment is 9% and Tourism is 15%. https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Employment-in-Southeast-Alaska-
by-industry-for-the-year-2013-Tourism-and-visitor_fig3_304891436 (11/18/19.) Logging hurts both the fishing 
and tourism industries. The proposal, especially the preferred option #6, does not provide a buffer for salmon 
streams. Why should we promote logging and hurt an industry that supports 9% of Southeast Alaskans? Also, 
Tourism will be harmed if there is too much logging. When I worked in the tourism industry, tourists were 
impressed with the large expanses of virgin forest. Clearcutting is not what tourists pay big money to look at. If 
the forest is cut down, the tourists and their money, will have few reasons to visit Alaska. Why would we 
promote logging when it is a direct detriment to the tourism industry? 
 
In the DEIS statement, some parts of studies were left out. On page 3-124 of the draft EIS, it states "Leighty et 
al. (2006) estimate that between 6.4 and 17.2 million metric tons (0.2 to 0.6 percent) of stored carbon in 
aboveground carbon pools, net of subsequent regrowth, has been lost on the Tongass since timber harvest 
began in the early part of the 20th century." This is used to suggest it's not that big of a deal compared to 
carbon lost from carbon used to produce power in the US. In reality, 6.4 to 17.2 million metric tons of carbon is 
a lot of carbon. The average American emits 20 tons of carbon dioxide every year. 
(https://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2008/04/080428120658.htm 11/22/19.) When you divide 6.4 and 17.2 
million metric tons of CO2 by 20 of CO2, you get 320,000 to 860,000. The emission released by the logging in 
the Tongass, therefore, are equivilant to the cabon dioxide released by 320,000 to 860,000 people in a year. 
According to the 2010 census, Southeast Alaska has 71,616people. Therefore, 6.4 to 17.2 million metric tons 
of carbon dioxide is a lot. Also, every bit of carbon lost pushes us closer to the climate changing in ways we 
can not recover from. The DEIS (3-124) even states that, "In 2005, Heath et al. (2011) estimated that the 
carbon stored in the Tongass makes up about 11 percent of the carbon currently stored in the national forests 
of the United States." This is yet another way to see that the amount of carbon emissions at stake are quite 
high. 
 
 
 
The missing part of the study from Leighty et al. (2006) states, "If all timber harvesting in the Tongass were 
halted from 1995 to 2095, the economic value of the net carbon sequestered during the 100-year hiatus, 
assuming $20/Mg C, would be $4 to $7 million/y (1995 US dollars). If a prohibition on logging were extended to 
2195, the annual economic value of the carbon sequestered would be largely unaffected ($3 to $6 million/y). 
The potential annual economic value of carbon sequestration with management maximizing carbon storage in 
the Tongass is comparable to revenue from annual timber sales historically authorized for the forest." 
https://pubag.nal.usda.gov/catalog/525435 (accessed 11/19/2019) Therefore, what is the point in harvesting in 



the Tongass? The economic value of carbon sequestration from allowing the forest to remain is just as great as 
the value from logging. The economic value of the forest further increases when you take into consideration 
money from the tourism industry, and money from the fishing industry, as previously shown. 
 
 
 
The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), including 90 climate scientists from 40 countries, 
warns that humans must limit global warming to 1.5 degrees C by 2040, or we will be stuck with the 
consequences of climate change (https://www.nrdc.org/onearth/climate-scientists-world-we-have-only-20-
years-theres-no-turning-back 11/19/19.) According to the DEIS, if we harvest the Tongass now, we will wait 50-
200 years for the lost carbon to be recovered (DEIS 3-125). This is too late. It will not help the planet with our 
2040 timeline. One of the best ways to stop climate change is to plant trees. And, according to the Paris 
Agreement, "forests to be managed as a global "sink" for carbon." (https://forestlegacies.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf 11/22/19.) However, according to this 
proposal, we should be cutting them down. This will not benefit our world, or Southeast Alaska. Problems from 
climate change in Southeast Alaska can include accelerated glacier melting (which has tourism impacts), 
increase the likelihood that salmon will enter the ocean earlier when there is not enough food[mdash]so their 
numbers would go down, and leave us vulnerable to invasive species. 
(http://cespubs.uaf.edu/index.php/download_file/1431/ 11/22/19) On the global scale, climate change will lead 
to higher temperatures and stronger heat waves, drouts in some places, floods in some places, sea level rise, 
an increased number of extereme weather events, and massive numbers of extinctions. 
(https://www.ucsusa.org/climate/impacts 11/22/19.) 
 
The DEIS falsely claims that logging the Tongass could result in lower greenhouse gas emissions than if it is 
unharvested in part because of carbon sinks created by harvested wood products. The DEIS states, "After a 
forest is harvested, it will eventually regrow and recover the carbon removed from the ecosystem in the 
harvest. In some cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in lower net contributions of 
GHGs to the atmosphere than if the forest was not managed (3-125)". This statement, however, highly 
depends on the type of logging done. Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. points this out. "Without the benefit of a 
comparable analysis, however, the Forest Service claims that logging old-growth forests could result in either a 
net loss or gain of carbon depending on logging practices even though clearcut logging (a substantial 
emissions source) is the method of choice on the Tongass (https://forestlegacies.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf 11/22/19.) The DEIS continues to try to defend 
clearcutting practices. "Several authors (DellaSala 2016; Janish and Harmon 2002) suggest that the amount of 
carbon lost initially due to harvesting might take 50 to 200 years to fully recover in the ecosystem. However, 
these estimates do not include consideration of harvested wood products and substitution effects, which would 
effectively reduce the initial impacts more quickly. (3-125)" The DEIS leaves out some important facts. Modern 
harvested wood products will not last long. They will not last the 50-200 year time that the DEIS says it takes 
for carbon to recover in the ecosystem. For example, furniture these days is not high quality and tends to fall 
apart. In 2006, the average life expectancy for a "good-quality sofa," was 7.8 years, down from 12.1 years in 
1996 and 14.2 years in 1985. (http://www.startribune.com/sofas-how-old-is-too-old/177662441/ 11/19/2019). 
Also, the average life of a house is only 40 years (https://www.makaan.com/iq/buy-sell-move-property/what-is-
the-average-age-of-a-house 11/19/19.) Some of the wood will only be used for paper and fuel, especially if we 
have another pulp mill. These short lived carbon products will not offset the carbon dixoxide lost by logging the 
forest and they do not justify cutting down the forest. The value of the forest also includes the fact that it helps 
produce oxygen to sustain us and helps maintain biodiversity. 
 
Furthermore, "When a forest is cut down, roughly 66% to 80% of the stored carbon in the forest is released 
overtime as CO2 (some carbon is stored in wood products) thereby converting forests from a sink to a "source" 
or "emitter." The minimal storage in wood products is an accounting misstep typical of federal agency carbon 
pronouncements that over value carbon in wood products. (https://forestlegacies.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf 11/22/19.) The problem with measuring the 
value of carbon by looking at harvested wood products is that the soil and other biomass left over from logging 
is not taken into consideration. Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. continues, "Soon after logging, carbon is emitted 
to the atmosphere via rapid decomposition of logging slash, fossil-fuel emissions from transport and wood 
processing, and decay or combustion (within 40-50 years) of forest products in landfills. Planting or growing 
young trees or storing carbon in wood products does not make up for emissions released from a logged forest. 
Indeed, after an old forest is clearcut, the young forest remains a net CO2 emitter for 5 to 50 years, depending 



on site productivity." (https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-
01.pdf 11/22/19.) 
 
 
 
Southeast Alaska is home to endemic species and to species important to its economy such as five species of 
salmon. As previously stated, 9% of the population of Southeast Alaska is based on the seafood industry, and 
salmon fishing is a large part of that industry. The DEIS (2-21) states, "The future of the fishing industry is more 
likely to depend upon occurrences outside of the Tongass National Forest such as hatchery production, 
offshore harvest levels, and changes in ocean conditions." The biggest reason ocean conditions are presently 
changing is climate change. According to National Geographic, "The oceans of the world are warming up, their 
average temperatures pushed higher and higher each year by human-caused global warming." 
(https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/oceans/critical-issues-sea-temperature-rise/#close 
11/22/19.) National Geographic lists that these changes include warming seas that hurt marine life, warming 
seas making stronger storms and warming seas driving sea levels higher. Logging, such as the proposed 
increased logging in the Tongass, contributes directly to climate change. According to Dominick A. DellaSala, 
Ph.D., "globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more greenhouse gas 
pollution than the world's entire transportation network." (https://forestlegacies.org/wp-
content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf 11/22/19.) Since logging causes climate 
change and climate change causes changes in ocean conditions, the fishing industry will be hurt by logging the 
Tongass. Again, why would we want to promote the logging industry at the expense of the fishing industry? 
 
Also in the DEIS, Alternative 3 protects T77 watersheds (ES-7). Alternative 6, the plan that is called preferred (I 
prefer no action-plan 1) does not protect these T77 watersheds. These T77 watersheds are designated to 
protect salmonoid fish. Without buffer zones, the salmon will suffer because a healthy forest is vital for a 
healthy salmon stream. Logging also hurts salmon because climate change increases the likelihood that 
salmon will enter the ocean earlier when there is not enough food (file:///C:/Users/excar/Downloads/ACC-
00114.pdf.) 
 
 
 
The Alexander Archipelago wolf, a subspecies of the Northwestern Wolf, is a rare subspecies of wolf that must 
be protected from logging. This kind of wolf is beloved, like the wolf Romeo from Juneau, and has a positive 
impact on tourists. 80% of the Alexander Archipelago wolf's habitat comes from the roadless areas of the 
Tongass National Forest. This wolf subspecies is already in trouble. Its numbers are declining and over half of 
the old growth forests it once used are now gone 
(https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Alexander_Archipelago_wolf/index.html 11/20/19). As an 
apex predator, the Alexander Archipelago wolf needs large, unbroken areas of land to survive. Even the DEIS 
(3-10) admits, "Roadless areas may be of greatest value to wide- ranging species that require large, 
undisturbed areas of land[hellip] Of greatest concern on the Tongass is the Alexander Archipelago wolf, 
particularly on Prince of Wales and surrounding islands. Although the alternatives would be similar in terms of 
overall harvest levels, Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 would result in the largest adverse effects on these species 
because of greater road lengths, penetration into remote roadless areas, and habitat fragmentation that they 
would produce relative to Alternatives 1, 2, and 3." In this paragraph, it is clearly stated that logging this area 
would negatively impact the Alexander Archielago wolf along with the brown bear and the American marten. 
How can alternative 6 be preferred when it is clearly an alternative that harms the Alexander Archipelago wolf 
and other important mammals? Alternative 1 will allow us to keep the populations of these animals much 
healthier. Also, one scientist points out that logging will leave the remaining areas of the Tongass susceptible to 
falling trees, further disrupting the remaining habitat for the wolves and other wildlife. "Once you have a clear 
cut, then the remaining trees or the edge of the forest becomes much more susceptible to what we think of as 
windthrow, or wind disturbance," says Northern Arizona University ecologist Michelle Mack, who studies 
forests. This exposure also imperils species like moss, which rely on a moist, dark environment to thrive, but 
are now left to dry out in the wind and sun." (https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/ 11/23/19.) Finally, 
wolves need access to other wolf populations so they can breed with others and maintain a healthy population. 
Inbreeding in wolves, like in humans, can have disastrous consequences. 
 
 
 



Other animals also need access to their counterparts to avoid inbreeding. Like wolves, bears need large areas 
of land to survive, and they are healthier if they are on land far from people. Alexander Archipelago bears are 
listed in the DEIS. One subspecies of bear, the beautiful and very rare Glacier bear, is endemic to this area and 
is not even addressed in the DEIS. "Glacier bears (Ursus americanus emmonsii) are mostly found in Glacier 
Bay National Park and Preserve as well as Tongass National Forest in Alaska, with occasional sightings in the 
capital city of Juneau. Their fur color ranges from silvery blue to grey, and tends to be darker closer to their 
bodies, terminating in white tips. The coloring is not always evenly distributed. They are among the most rare 
bears in the world, with little concrete information known about them or their numbers." 
(https://www.atlasobscura.com/places/glacier-bears-in-glacier-bay-national-park 11/15/19.) This type of bear 
deserves the same protection that other rare and endangered species are given. The DEIS (3-80) states, 
"Black bears use small openings and areas such as wetlands, clearcuts, and subalpine meadows for foraging." 
However, the proposed clearcuts would be large openings, not small openings. Also, clearcutting leaves the 
land vulnerable to invasive species. Northern Arizona University Ecologist Michelle Mack says, "One nice thing 
about most Alaskan forests and tundra is they're relatively resistant to invasion," says Mack. Roads and clear-
cuts, she says, remove some of that protection. Equipment brought in from afar might carry seeds that can take 
root and out-compete native species, as well as winged insects that can spread even faster in the stressed-out 
forest." (https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/ 11/23/19) The glacier bears and the Alexander 
Archipelago bears are eating native species, and should be allowed to continue to do so. As previously 
mentioned, logging is detrimental to salmon streams. Bears rely heavily on a healthy population. Hurting the 
salmon streams will hurt the bear population as well. 
 
 
 
Many bird species rely on the Tongass National Forest and must be given unlogged land to survive in. The 
Queen Charlotte Goshawk is one of these birds which needs the protection of the unlogged areas of the 
Tongass National Forest. This goshawk subspecies lives only in the old growth forest in the Tongass National 
Forest and in the Great Bear Rainforest. According to the DEIS, "High-volume POG represents optimal nesting 
and foraging habitat for goshawks due to the presence of large trees and snags. Existing amounts of this forest 
type on the Tongass are discussed in the Biological Diversity section. Approximately 84 percent of the original 
high-volume POG existing in 1954 remains on the Tongass (DEIS 3-77)." It sounds like a lot of this high 
volume productive old growth is left, but clearly not enough remains for the Queen Charlotte Goshawk. In 
"1995, the [Queen Charlotte Goshawk] was showing classic extinction dynamics. Its very high mortality rates 
correlated with heavily logged forests." 
(https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/birds/Queen_Charlotte_goshawk/ 11/23/19.) Also according to this 
website, the Queen Charolette Goshawk population is protected as a threatened subspecies in Canada, but not 
in the United States because at the time, the goshawks were protected by the existing Tongass plan. What will 
happen to this bird if more clearcutting of old growth forests is allowed while it is already going extinct? This is 
one more reason I strongly prefer the option of not opening up any extra land for logging in the Tongass. 
 
The endangered Marbled Murrelet also deserves protection from extinction. The Marbled Murrelet lives only 
along part of the coast in Alaska, Canada and the Lower 48. Like the Queen Charlotte Goshawk, it deserves 
protection from logging of the Tongass. This endangered species relies on large coastal trees. "They spend the 
majority of their lives at sea, but travel inland up to 50 miles to nest in old-growth forest stands (Piatt et al. 
2007). Marbled murrelets typically nest on mossy-limbed branches of large, mature coniferous trees within 
stands of structurally complex, coastal high-volume old-growth forest. (DEIS 3-87)." The DEIS suggests 
"maintaining a 600-foot radius no-cut buffer zone around identified murrelet nests (3-87)," but this is not a large 
enough area. If only some identified trees are protected, where will the young marbled murrelets put their 
nests? All of the good trees will be taken. Endangered species should be protected in a way to allow their 
population to grow. Protecting only existing nest trees might be able to help stop their numbers from 
decreasing, but will not allow their numbers to increase. And there is another problem. "On land, Steller's Jays 
and Common Ravens prey on murrelet eggs and nestlings, particularly when fragmented forest habitat allows 
them easier access to nests (https://abcbirds.org/bird/marbled-murrelet/ 11/23/19.)" This is another reason we 
should not allow increased logging in the Tongass. Giving these birds a 600 foot radius around nesting trees 
still leaves them vulnerable to predation by corvids. Also, according to the DEIS, "edge-associated predation 
risk may subside with the progression of forest succession (3-87). However, by this time it would already be too 
late. Allowing corvids to prey on an endangered species until the edge effect subsides will still reduce the 
population of an already endangered species. I believe this is unethical. 
 
 



 
I strongly support the No-Action Alternative #1. The other alternatives, especially Alternative 6, are unwise and 
unjust. Alternative 6 is positively immoral. Native Alaskans should be allowed to continue to use the Tongass 
for harvesting salmon and other things they need. The old growth forest is a limited resource. It does not grow 
back the same way ever again. The roots of the trees hold in ancient soils that have been storing carbon for 
hundreds of years. If we cut them down, these old soils will start to erode and slide down the mountainsides, 
releasing even more carbon into our already polluted atmosphere. 
 
When I lived in the Tongass, I had trees in my back yard that existed before 1776. Why should we cut down 
such old trees? I believe it is important to protect the way God made Alaska (using evolution.) In Minnesota and 
other places down south, the old growth forest is not the same. In Southeast Alaska, "Stand-replacing fires 
have been extremely rare in coastal rainforests over the past several millennia." 
(https://www.fs.fed.us/database/feis/fire_regimes/AK_Pacific_maritime/all.html 11/24/19.) As a result, the old 
growth forest in Southeast Alaska contains a greater number of old trees per square mile. It is also unique 
because the large amounts of rainfall allow generous amounts of moss to coat every surface, and allow for a 
thick undergrowth to develop. The moss and the undergrowth are another part of the reason why the forest 
contains such a large carbon sink. The unique characteristics of the Tongass include lush green colors 
everywhere because of the thick moss layers, a large amount of undergrowth, and many beautiful old trees. 
These are some of the reasons tourists visit Alaska and cutting these old growth trees down will also hurt the 
undergrowth and the moss layers, especially when clearcutting is used. As stated previously, we should protect 
the tourism industries and the fishing industries because together, they make up 26% of the employment in 
Southeast AK whereas logging is a mere 1%. 
 
As previously established, according to the IPCC we have 20 years left to limit global warming to 1.5 degrees C 
or we will be stuck with the consequences of climate change (https://www.nrdc.org/onearth/climate-scientists-
world-we-have-only-20-years-theres-no-turning-back 11/19/19.) If we turn the Tongass and the rest of the world 
into a parking lot, we will die. The Tongass functions as the lungs of the planet. It handles oxygen production 
and provides us with biodiversity and ecological resilience. This is one of the healthiest places on the planet. It 
is needed right now as an antidote to deal with all of the places on the earth that have been hurt by our carbon 
pollution. It will take 50-200 years for the forest to catch up and have the same amount of carbon it once had 
(DEIS 3-125). In the meantime, the carbon that was harvested will be thrown into the landfill in 7-40 years or 
less. Additionally, the amount of carbon lost from soil erosion has not been adequately considered. 
 
Wildlife also deserves protection. There are endemic species in the Tongass National Forest area that deserve 
protection, including the marbled murlet, the Queen Chrolette Goshawk, the Alexander Archipeligo Wolf and 
the glacier bear. We should also do our best to maintain populations of other creatures which are currently 
healthy, such as our bald eagle population that depends on clean salmon streams. Bald eagles and healthy 
salmon streams are other reasons tourists pay big money to come to Alaska. 
 
Changing the roadless rule is unpopular. The Juneau Empire (10/15/19) reports that 75 percent of Americans 
support the Roadless Rule. (https://www.juneauempire.com/news/forest-service-announces-potential-roadless-
rule-exemption/ 11/19/19.) (This was according to a survey from the Pew Charitable Trusts, a nonpartisan 
research group.) We must continue to support the roadless rule and choose the No-Action Alternative #1. To 
do otherwise would hurt the economy, harm tourism, and increase the amount of climate change we face in an 
already over polluted and fragile earth. It would hurt our wildlife, including endemic and endangered species. 
Therefore, clearcutting in the Tongass is simply unthinkable, untenable and immoral. None of the other 
alternatives, 2-6, are suitable to meet the needs of the people and wildlife that depend on the Tongass National 
Forest. Please see the attached source, https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-
emissions-2016-01.pdf, for additional relevant information. 
 
I will wait for your reply. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Erika X. Carls Johnston 
 
 
 



[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "The Tongass Rainforest as Alaska's First Line of 
Climate Change Defense and Importance to the Paris Climate Change Agreements"] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[See attachment containing the following technical resource: "The Tongass Rainforest as Alaska's First Line of 
Climate Change Defense and Importance to the Paris Climate Change Agreements"] 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



I lived in Juneau, Alaska until I was a young adult.  I have a BA in biology from Gustavus 

Adolphus College.  I am writing because I strongly support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft 

Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I want to keep 

the Roadless Rule protection for the Tongass because it is important to protect our economy.  We need to 

do our best to stop climate change, which negatively impacts Southeast Alaska.   Also, we need to protect 

wildlife such as glacier bears, Alexander Archipelago wolves and certain birds.  Finally, protecting the 

Tongass is morally the correct course of action, and protecting the Tongass is the most popular option.    

We must protect our most important industries in southeast AK.  According to the most recent 

numbers I could find, which are from 2013, Logging employment in Southeast Alaska is 1% and mining 

is 2%.  Seafood employment is 9% and Tourism is 

15%.https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Employment-in-Southeast-Alaska-by-industry-for-the-year-

2013-Tourism-and-visitor_fig3_304891436  (11/18/19.)  Logging hurts both the fishing and tourism 

industries.  The proposal, especially the preferred option #6, does not provide a buffer for salmon streams.  

Why should we promote logging and hurt an industry that supports 9% of Southeast Alaskans?  Also, 

Tourism will be harmed if there is too much logging.  When I worked in the tourism industry, tourists 

were impressed with the large expanses of virgin forest.  Clearcutting is not what tourists pay big money 

to look at.  If the forest is cut down, the tourists and their money, will have few reasons to visit Alaska.  

Why would we promote logging when it is a direct detriment to the tourism industry?   

In the DEIS statement, some parts of studies were left out. On page 3-124 of the draft EIS, it 

states “Leighty et al. (2006) estimate that between 6.4 and 17.2 million metric tons (0.2 to 0.6 percent) of 

stored carbon in aboveground carbon pools, net of subsequent regrowth, has been lost on the Tongass 

since timber harvest began in the early part of the 20th century.”  This is used to suggest it’s not that big 

of a deal compared to carbon lost from carbon used to produce power in the US.  In reality, 6.4 to 17.2 

million metric tons of carbon is a lot of carbon.  The average American emits 20 tons of carbon dioxide 

every year.  (https://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2008/04/080428120658.htm    11/22/19.)  When you 

divide 6.4 and 17.2 million metric tons of CO2 by 20 of CO2, you get 320,000 to 860,000.  The emission 

released by the logging in the Tongass, therefore, are equivilant to the cabon dioxide released by 320,000 

to 860,000 people in a year.  According to the 2010 census, Southeast Alaska has 71,616people.  

Therefore, 6.4 to 17.2 million metric tons of carbon dioxide is a lot.  Also, every bit of carbon lost pushes 

us closer to the climate changing in ways we can not recover from.  The DEIS (3-124) even states that, 

“In 2005, Heath et al. (2011) estimated that the carbon stored in the Tongass makes up about 11 percent 

of the carbon currently stored in the national forests of the United States.”  This is yet another way to see 

that the amount of carbon emissions at stake are quite high.  

 

The missing part of the study from Leighty et al. (2006) states, “If all timber harvesting in the 

Tongass were halted from 1995 to 2095, the economic value of the net carbon sequestered during the 100-

year hiatus, assuming $20/Mg C, would be $4 to $7 million/y (1995 US dollars). If a prohibition on 

logging were extended to 2195, the annual economic value of the carbon sequestered would be largely 

unaffected ($3 to $6 million/y). The potential annual economic value of carbon sequestration with 

management maximizing carbon storage in the Tongass is comparable to revenue from annual timber 

sales historically authorized for the forest.”   https://pubag.nal.usda.gov/catalog/525435 (accessed 

11/19/2019)   Therefore, what is the point in harvesting in the Tongass?  The economic value of carbon 

sequestration from allowing the forest to remain is just as great as the value from logging.  The economic 

value of the forest further increases when you take into consideration money from the tourism industry, 

and money from the fishing industry, as previously shown.   

 

https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Employment-in-Southeast-Alaska-by-industry-for-the-year-2013-Tourism-and-visitor_fig3_304891436
https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Employment-in-Southeast-Alaska-by-industry-for-the-year-2013-Tourism-and-visitor_fig3_304891436
https://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2008/04/080428120658.htm
https://pubag.nal.usda.gov/catalog/525435


TheIntergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), including 90 climate scientists from 40 

countries, warns that humans must limit global warming to 1.5 degrees C by 2040, or we will be stuck 

with the consequences of climate change (https://www.nrdc.org/onearth/climate-scientists-world-we-

have-only-20-years-theres-no-turning-back 11/19/19.)  According to the DEIS, if we harvest the Tongass 

now, we will wait 50-200 years for the lost carbon to be recovered (DEIS 3-125).  This is too late.  It will 

not help the planet with our 2040 timeline.   One of the best ways to stop climate change is to 

planttrees.And, according to the Paris Agreement, “forests to be managed as a global “sink” for carbon.”  

(https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf  11/22/19.) 

However, according to this proposal, we should be cutting them down.  This will not benefit our world, or 

Southeast Alaska.  Problems from climate change in Southeast Alaska can include accelerated glacier 

melting (which has tourism impacts), increase the likelihood that salmon will enter the ocean earlier 

when there is not enough food—so their numbers would go down, and leave us vulnerable to invasive 

species. (http://cespubs.uaf.edu/index.php/download_file/1431/ 11/22/19)On the global scale, climate 

change will lead to higher temperatures and stronger heat waves, drouts in some places, floods in some 

places, sea level rise, an increased number of extereme weather events, and massive numbers of 

extinctions.  (https://www.ucsusa.org/climate/impacts   11/22/19.) 

The DEIS falsely claims that logging the Tongass could result in lower greenhouse gas emissions 

than if it is unharvested in part because of carbon sinks created by harvested wood products.  The DEIS 

states, “After a forest is harvested, it will eventually regrow and recover the carbon removed from the 

ecosystem in the harvest.  In some cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in lower 

net contributions of GHGs to the atmosphere than if the forest was not managed (3-125)”.  This 

statement, however, highly depends on the type of logging done.  Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. points 

this out.  “Without the benefit of a comparable analysis, however, the Forest Service claims that logging 

old-growth forests could result in either a net loss or gain of carbon depending on logging practices even 

though clearcut logging (a substantial emissions source) is the method of choice on the Tongass 

(https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf 

11/22/19.)The DEIS continues to try to defend clearcutting practices.  “Several authors (DellaSala 2016; 

Janish and Harmon 2002) suggest that the amount of carbon lost initially due to harvesting might take 50 

to 200 years to fully recover in the ecosystem. However, these estimates do not include consideration of 

harvested wood products and substitution effects, which would effectively reduce the initial impacts more 

quickly. (3-125)”The DEIS leaves out some important facts.  Modern harvested wood products will not 

last long.  They will not last the 50-200 year time that the DEIS says it takes for carbon to recover in the 

ecosystem.  For example, furniture these days is not high quality and tends to fall apart.In 2006, the 

average life expectancy for a "good-quality sofa," was 7.8 years, down from 12.1 years in 1996 and 14.2 years 

in 1985.  (http://www.startribune.com/sofas-how-old-is-too-old/177662441/   11/19/2019).     Also, the 

average life of a house is only 40 years (https://www.makaan.com/iq/buy-sell-move-property/what-is-the-

average-age-of-a-house  11/19/19.)  Some of the wood will only be used for paper and fuel, especially if 

we have another pulp mill.  These short lived carbon products will not offset the carbon dixoxide lost by 

logging the forest and they do not justify cutting down the forest.  The value of the forest also includes the 

fact that it helps produce oxygen to sustain us and helps maintain biodiversity.  

 Furthermore, “When a forest is cut down, roughly 66% to 80% of the stored carbon in the forest 

is released overtime as CO2 (some carbon is stored in wood products) thereby converting forests from a 

sink to a “source” or “emitter.” The minimal storage in wood products is an accounting misstep typical of 

federal agency carbon pronouncements that over value carbon in wood products.  

(https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf  11/22/19.)  

The problem with measuring the value of carbon by looking at harvested wood products is that the soil 
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and other biomass left over from logging is not taken into consideration.   Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. 

continues, “Soon after logging, carbon is emitted to the atmosphere via rapid decomposition of logging 

slash, fossil-fuel emissions from transport and wood processing, and decay or combustion (within 40-50 

years) of forest products in landfills.  Planting or growing young trees or storing carbon in wood products 

does not make up for emissions released from a logged forest. Indeed, after an old forest is clearcut, the 

young forest remains a net CO2 emitter for 5 to 50 years, depending on site productivity.”  

(https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf  11/22/19.)   

 

 Southeast Alaska is home to endemic species and to species important to its economy such as five 

species of salmon.  As previously stated, 9% of the population of Southeast Alaska is based on the 

seafood industry, and salmon fishing is a large part of that industry.  The DEIS (2-21) states, “The future 

of the fishing industry is more likely to depend upon occurrences outside of the Tongass National Forest 

such as hatchery production, offshore harvest levels, and changes in ocean conditions.”   The biggest 

reason ocean conditions are presently changing is climate change.  According to National Geographic, 

“The oceans of the world are warming up, their average temperatures pushed higher and higher each 

year by human-caused global warming.”  

(https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/oceans/critical-issues-sea-temperature-rise/#close  

11/22/19.)National Geographic lists that these changes include warming seas that hurt marine life, 

warming seas making stronger storms and warming seas driving sea levels higher.Logging, such as the 

proposed increased logging in the Tongass, contributes directly to climate change.  According to 

Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D., “globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) 

contribute more greenhouse gas pollution than the world’s entire transportation network.” 

(https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf  

11/22/19.)Since logging causes climate change and climate change causes changes in ocean conditions, 

the fishing industry will be hurt by logging the Tongass.  Again, why would we want to promote the 

logging industry at the expense of the fishing industry? 

 Also in the DEIS, Alternative 3 protects T77 watersheds (ES-7).  Alternative 6, the plan that is 

called preferred (I prefer no action-plan 1) does not protect these T77 watersheds.  These T77 watersheds 

are designated to protect salmonoid fish.   Without buffer zones, the salmon will suffer because a healthy 

forest is vital for a healthy salmon stream.  Logging also hurts salmon because climate change increases 

the likelihood that salmon will enter the ocean earlier when there is not enough food 

(file:///C:/Users/excar/Downloads/ACC-00114.pdf.) 

 

The Alexander Archipelago wolf, a subspecies of the Northwestern Wolf, is a rare subspecies of 

wolf that must be protected from logging.  This kind of wolf is beloved, like the wolf Romeo from 

Juneau, and has a positive impact on tourists.   80% of the Alexander Archipelago wolf’s habitat comes 

from the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest.  This wolf subspecies is already in trouble.  Its 

numbers are declining and over half of the old growth forests it once used are now gone 

(https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Alexander_Archipelago_wolf/index.html   

11/20/19).  As an apex predator, the Alexander Archipelago wolf needs large, unbroken areas of land to 

survive.  Even the DEIS (3-10) admits, “Roadless areas may be of greatest value to wide-ranging species 

that require large, undisturbed areas of land… Of greatest concern on the Tongass is the Alexander 

Archipelago wolf, particularly on Prince of Wales and surrounding islands. Although the alternatives 

would be similar in terms of overall harvest levels, Alternatives 4, 5, and 6 would result in the largest 

https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf
https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/oceans/
https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/global-warming/global-warming-overview/
https://www.nationalgeographic.com/environment/oceans/critical-issues-sea-temperature-rise/#close
https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf
file:///C:\Users\excar\Downloads\ACC-00114.pdf
https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/mammals/Alexander_Archipelago_wolf/index.html


adverse effects on these species because of greater road lengths, penetration into remote roadless areas, 

and habitat fragmentation that they would produce relative to Alternatives 1, 2, and 3.”   In this paragraph, 

it is clearly stated that logging this area would negatively impact the Alexander Archielago wolf along 

with the brown bear and the American marten.  How can alternative 6 be preferred when it is clearly an 

alternative that harms the Alexander Archipelago wolf and other important mammals?  Alternative 1 will 

allow us to keep the populations of these animals much healthier.Also, one scientist points out that 

logging will leave the remaining areas of the Tongass susceptible to falling trees, further disrupting the 

remaining habitat for the wolves and other wildlife.  “Once you have a clear cut, then the remaining trees 

or the edge of the forest becomes much more susceptible to what we think of as windthrow, or wind 

disturbance,” says Northern Arizona University ecologist Michelle Mack, who studies forests. This 

exposure also imperils species like moss, which rely on a moist, dark environment to thrive, but are 

now left to dry out in the wind and sun.”  (https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/  11/23/19.)  

Finally, wolves need access to other wolf populations so they can breed with others and maintain a 

healthy population.  Inbreeding in wolves, like in humans, can have disastrous consequences.    

 

Other animals also need access to their counterparts to avoid inbreeding.  Like wolves, bears need 

large areas of land to survive, and they are healthier if they are on land far from people.  Alexander 

Archipelago bears are listed in the DEIS.  One subspecies of bear, the beautiful and very rare Glacier 

bear, is endemic to this area and is not even addressed in the DEIS.  “Glacier bears (Ursus americanus 

emmonsii) are mostly found in Glacier Bay National Park and Preserve as well as Tongass National 

Forest in Alaska, with occasional sightings in the capital city of Juneau. Their fur color ranges from 

silvery blue to grey, and tends to be darker closer to their bodies, terminating in white tips. The coloring is 

not always evenly distributed. They are among the most rare bears in the world, with little concrete 

information known about them or their numbers.”(https://www.atlasobscura.com/places/glacier-bears-in-

glacier-bay-national-park11/15/19.)  This type of bear deserves the same protection that other rare and 

endangered species are given.  The DEIS (3-80) states, “Black bears use small openings and areas such as 

wetlands, clearcuts, and subalpine meadows for foraging.”  However, the proposed clearcuts would be 

large openings, not small openings.  Also, clearcutting leaves the land vulnerable to invasive species.  

Northern Arizona University Ecologist Michelle Mack says, “One nice thing about most Alaskan forests 

and tundra is they're relatively resistant to invasion,” says Mack. Roads and clear-cuts, she says, 

remove some of that protection. Equipment brought in from afar might carry seeds that can take root 

and out-compete native species, as well as winged insects that can spread even faster in the stressed-out 

forest.”  (https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/  11/23/19)  The glacier bears and the Alexander 

Archipelago bears are eating native species, and should be allowed to continue to do so.  As previously 

mentioned, logging is detrimental to salmon streams.  Bears rely heavily on a healthy population.  Hurting 

the salmon streams will hurt the bear population as well.    

 

Many bird species rely on the Tongass National Forest and must be given unlogged land to 

survive in.  The Queen Charlotte Goshawk is one of these birds which needs the protection of the 

unlogged areas of the Tongass National Forest.  This goshawk subspecies lives only in the old growth 

forest in the Tongass National Forest and in the Great Bear Rainforest.According to the DEIS, “High-

volume POG represents optimal nesting and foraging habitat for goshawks due to the presence of large 

trees and snags. Existing amounts of this forest type on the Tongass are discussed in the Biological 

Diversity section. Approximately 84 percent of the original high-volume POG existing in 1954 remains 

on the Tongass (DEIS 3-77).”  It sounds like a lot of this high volume productive old growth is left, but 

https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/
https://www.atlasobscura.com/things-to-do/alaska
https://www.atlasobscura.com/things-to-do/juneau-alaska
https://www.atlasobscura.com/places/glacier-bears-in-glacier-bay-national-park
https://www.atlasobscura.com/places/glacier-bears-in-glacier-bay-national-park
https://www.wired.com/story/tongass-logging/


clearly not enough remains for the Queen Charlotte Goshawk.In “1995, the [Queen Charlotte Goshawk] 

was showing classic extinction dynamics. Its very high mortality rates correlated with heavily logged 

forests.” (https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/birds/Queen_Charlotte_goshawk/  11/23/19.)Also 

according to this website, the Queen Charolette Goshawk population is protected as a threatened 

subspecies in Canada, but not in the United States because at the time, the goshawks were protected by 

the existing Tongass plan.  What will happen to this bird if more clearcutting of old growth forests is 

allowed while it is already going extinct?  This is one more reason I strongly prefer the option of not 

opening up any extra land for logging in the Tongass.    

 The endangered Marbled Murrelet also deserves protection from extinction.  The Marbled 

Murrelet lives only along part of the coast in Alaska, Canada and the Lower 48.  Like the Queen Charlotte 

Goshawk, it deserves protection from logging of the Tongass. This endangered species relies on large 

coastal trees. “They spend the majority of their lives at sea, but travel inland up to 50 miles to nest in old-

growth forest stands (Piatt et al. 2007). Marbled murrelets typically nest on mossy-limbed branches of 

large, mature coniferous trees within stands of structurally complex, coastal high-volume old-growth 

forest. (DEIS 3-87).”  The DEIS suggests “maintaining a 600-foot radius no-cut buffer zone around 

identified murrelet nests (3-87),” but this is not a large enough area.  If only some identified trees are 

protected, where will the young marbled murrelets put their nests?  All of the good trees will be taken.  

Endangered species should be protected in a way to allow their population to grow.  Protecting only 

existing nest trees might be able to help stop their numbers from decreasing, but will not allow their 

numbers to increase.  And there is another problem.  “On land, Steller's Jays and Common Ravens prey 

on murrelet eggs and nestlings, particularly when fragmented forest habitat allows them easier access to 

nests (https://abcbirds.org/bird/marbled-murrelet/  11/23/19.)”  This is another reason we should not allow 

increased logging in the Tongass.  Giving these birds a 600 foot radius around nesting trees still leaves 

them vulnerable to predation by corvids.  Also, according to the DEIS, “edge-associated predation risk 

may subside with the progression of forest succession (3-87).  However, by this time it would already be 

too late.  Allowing corvids to prey on an endangered species until the edge effect subsides will still reduce 

the population of an already endangered species.  I believe this is unethical.   

 

I strongly support the No-Action Alternative #1.  The other alternatives, especially Alternative 6, 

are unwise and unjust.  Alternative 6 is positively immoral.  Native Alaskans should be allowed to 

continue to use the Tongass for harvesting salmon and other things they need.  The old growth forest is a 

limited resource.  It does not grow back the same way ever again.  The roots of the trees hold in ancient 

soils that have been storing carbon for hundreds of years.  If we cut them down, these old soils will start 

to erode and slide down the mountainsides, releasing even more carbon into our already polluted 

atmosphere.   

When I lived in the Tongass, I had trees in my back yard that existed before 1776.  Why should 

we cut down such old trees?  I believe it is important to protect the way God made Alaska (using 

evolution.)   In Minnesota and other places down south, the old growth forest is not the same.  In 

Southeast Alaska, “Stand-replacing fires have been extremely rare in coastal rainforests over the past 

several millennia.”  (https://www.fs.fed.us/database/feis/fire_regimes/AK_Pacific_maritime/all.html  

11/24/19.)  As a result, the old growth forest in Southeast Alaska contains a greater number of old trees 

per square mile.  It is also unique because the large amounts of rainfall allow generous amounts of moss 

to coat every surface, and allow for a thick undergrowth to develop.  The moss and the undergrowth are 

another part of the reason why the forest contains such a large carbon sink.  The unique characteristics of 

the Tongass include lush green colors everywhere because of the thick moss layers, a large amount of 

https://www.biologicaldiversity.org/species/birds/Queen_Charlotte_goshawk/
https://abcbirds.org/bird/marbled-murrelet/
https://www.fs.fed.us/database/feis/fire_regimes/AK_Pacific_maritime/all.html


undergrowth, and many beautiful old trees.   These are some of the reasons tourists visit Alaska and 

cutting these old growth trees down will also hurt the undergrowth and the moss layers, especially when 

clearcutting is used.  As stated previously, we should protect the tourism industries and the fishing 

industries because together, they make up 26% of the employment in Southeast AK whereas logging is a 

mere 1%.   

 As previously established, according to the IPCC we have 20 years left to limit global warming to 

1.5 degrees C or we will be stuck with the consequences of climate change 

(https://www.nrdc.org/onearth/climate-scientists-world-we-have-only-20-years-theres-no-turning-back 

11/19/19.)  If we turn the Tongass and the rest of the world into a parking lot, we will die.  The Tongass 

functions as the lungs of the planet.  It handles oxygen production and provides us with biodiversity and 

ecological resilience.  This is one of the healthiest places on the planet.  It is needed right now as an 

antidote to deal with all of the places on the earth that have been hurt by our carbon pollution.It will take 

50-200 years for the forest to catch up and have the same amount of carbon it once had(DEIS 3-125).  In 

the meantime, the carbon that was harvested will be thrown into the landfill in 7-40 years or less.  

Additionally, the amount of carbon lost from soil erosion has not been adequately considered.   

Wildlife also deserves protection.  There are endemic species in the Tongass National Forest area 

that deserve protection, including the marbled murlet, the Queen Chrolette Goshawk, the Alexander 

Archipeligo Wolf and the glacier bear.  We should also do our best to maintain populations of other 

creatures which are currently healthy, such as our bald eagle population that depends on clean salmon 

streams.  Bald eagles and healthy salmon streams are other reasons tourists pay big money to come to 

Alaska.   

 Changing the roadless rule is unpopular.  The Juneau Empire (10/15/19) reports that 75 percent of 

Americans support the Roadless Rule.  (https://www.juneauempire.com/news/forest-service-announces-

potential-roadless-rule-exemption/11/19/19.)(This was according to a survey from the Pew Charitable 

Trusts, a nonpartisan research group.)  We must continue to support the roadless rule and choosethe No-

Action Alternative #1.  To do otherwise would hurt the economy, harm tourism, and increase the amount 

of climate change we face in an already over polluted and fragile earth.  It would hurt our wildlife, 

including endemic and endangered species.  Therefore, clearcutting in the Tongass is simply 

unthinkable,untenable and immoral.   None of the other alternatives, 2-6, are suitable to meet the needs of 

the people and wildlife that depend on the Tongass National Forest.  Please see the attached source, 

https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf, for 

additional relevant information. 

I will wait for your reply.  

Sincerely,  

Erika X. Carls Johnston  

 

https://www.nrdc.org/onearth/climate-scientists-world-we-have-only-20-years-theres-no-turning-back
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/assets/2019/03/pew-charitable-trusts---us-public-lands-survey-2019---memo-v4.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/assets/2019/03/pew-charitable-trusts---us-public-lands-survey-2019---memo-v4.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/-/media/assets/2019/03/pew-charitable-trusts---us-public-lands-survey-2019---memo-v4.pdf
https://www.juneauempire.com/news/forest-service-announces-potential-roadless-rule-exemption/
https://www.juneauempire.com/news/forest-service-announces-potential-roadless-rule-exemption/
https://forestlegacies.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/01/tongass-report-emissions-2016-01.pdf
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THE TONGASS RAINFOREST AS ALASKA’S FIRST LINE OF CLIMATE 
CHANGE DEFENSE AND IMPORTANCE TO THE PARIS CLIMATE CHANGE 

AGREEMENTS 
 

Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. 
Chief Scientist, Geos Institute (Dominick@geosinstitute.org) 

 

 
photo: J. Schoen 

Executive Summary: the Tongass is a global champion in sequestering (absorbing) 
atmospheric carbon and storing it long-term in its ancient trees, productive soils, and 
dense rainforest foliage. Because it is one of the world’s last relatively intact temperate 
rainforests, and it has a maritime climate, the Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate 
change defense and a climate refuge for its world-class salmon and wildlife populations. 
Logging of the Tongass rainforest produces greenhouse gas emissions that damages the 
region’s contribution to a safe climate. Recognizing the critical need to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions to keep global warming temperatures below a dangerous 2º C 
(~4º F) anticipated increase, a climate change agreement was reached in Paris by 195 
members of the Conference of Parties (COP 21 also known as the 2015 Paris Climate 
Conference), including the USA. Articles of the agreement called for forests to be 
managed as a global “sink” for carbon. Therefore, protecting carbon sinks and reducing 
forestry emissions are pivotal steps to ensure a safe climate for Alaskans and for future 
generations.  

Given the global importance of the Tongass as a carbon sink, we wanted to: (1) determine 
if the Tongass Draft Forest Plan Amendment (preferred alternative) was generally 
consistent with the Paris articles regarding managing forests as a carbon sink;  
(2) consistent with the Obama Administration’s policies on climate change; and (3) 
whether the timeline for the proposed transition out of old-growth logging was consistent 
with efforts to end global deforestation under global forest and climate change 
agreements (e.g., COP 2, NY Forest Declaration). Thus, we estimated CO2 emissions 
anticipated from logging old growth and young-growth forests as proposed by the Forest 
Service on the Tongass over the next 25 and 100 years and compared them to emissions 
under a conservation alternative designed to speed up the transition by relying mostly on 
soon-to-be-ready-for logging young growth as a replacement for old-growth logging.  

Key Findings (for 100 years):  

§ The agencies’ preferred alternative would log 43,167 acres of old growth (OG) 
and 261,850 acres of young growth (YG) resulting in the equivalent emissions of 
~4 million vehicles annually on Alaska roads for the next 100 years. These 
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estimates account for carbon stored in wood products and capture of carbon by 
forest regrowth. 

§ Logging emissions are ~175 times greater than the “reference point” for project 
emissions recommended by the White House’s Council of Environmental Quality 
(CEQ). Emissions would result in a “social cost of carbon”conservatively 
estimated at >$100 million annually in global warming damages by the end of the 
century. Losses are ~10 times the projected timber revenues on the Tongass. 

§ A conservation alternative proposed by conservation groups (but dismissed by the 
Forest Service) would rely predominately on 76,000 acres of low controversy YG 
to support the transition with much less OG (9,125 acres over 100 years) to 
support specialty products. This alternative yields the equivalent emissions of 
over ~400,000 vehicles annually for 100 years, 16 times above CEQ emissions 
reference, but a tenth of the emissions from Forest Service proposed logging.  

§ The Tongass preferred alternative is out-of-step with efforts by the global 
community to reduce emissions. The conservation alternative better complies with 
CEQ guidelines, the Paris climate agreement, and efforts to reduce climate 
damages from CO2 pollution. 

§ President Obama showed great interest in Alaska’s already extensive climate 
impacts during his September 2015 Alaska visit to showcase his climate change 
initiatives prior to the Paris conference. Continued OG logging on the Tongass 
would further jeopardize Alaska’s climate and is out of step with the President’s 
climate change agenda.  
 

NO OTHER NATIONAL FOREST STORES MORE CARBON THAN THE 
TONGASS (map shows concentration of Tongass forest-carbon stores) 
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THE TONGASS IS A NATIONAL CARBON SINK 
 
Photo: D. DellaSala 

“This is as good of a signpost as any when it comes to the impacts of climate change.” 
President Obama during his September 2015 tour to Alaska glaciers. 

 

Alaska’s First Line of Climate Defense–Alaska is at the front lines of climate change, 
experiencing higher temperature increases than any other region in the nation along with 
increasing floods, coastal erosion and displacement of native villages, interior wildfires, 
die off of certain conifers, thawing of permafrost, and glacial melting (among other 
changes anticipated over the coming century)1. If Alaska is on the front lines, then the 
Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate defense.  

At 16.8 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in southeast Alaska is the crown jewel 
of the national forest system. It is the nation’s largest national forest and one of the 
world’s last relatively intact temperate rainforests and thus it has global significance2. Its 
world-class salmon runs are the backbone of a thriving subsistence, commercial fishery, 
and recreation-based economy3. The Tongass is by far the nation’s champion in storing 
carbon long-term4 and, in doing so, represents a unique opportunity for the Obama 
Administration to lead by example regarding its global commitments to the Paris climate 
change agreements designed to keep global warming below the dangerous 2º C (~4º F) 
presumed tipping point. During COP 21, the parties recognized the importance of forests 
as global “sinks” for storing greenhouse gases and called for steps by the global 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. 2010. Alaska’s climate change strategy: addressing 
impacts in Alaska. http://www.climatechange.alaska.gov 
2DellaSala, D.A. 2011. Temperate and boreal rainforests of the world: ecology and conservation. Island  
Press: Washington, D.C. 
3Crane, L.K., and J.R. Mehrkens. 2013. Indigenous and commercial uses of the natural resources of the 
North Pacific Rainforest with a focus on Southeast Alaska and Haida Gwaii. Pp. 89-126. In G.H. Orians & 
J.W. Schoen (eds.). North Pacific Temperate Rainforests. University of Washington Press, Seattle.  
4Leighty, W.W. et al. 2006. Effects of management on carbon sequestration in forest biomass in southeast 
Alaska. Ecosystems 9:1051-1065 
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community to conserve and enhance forest sinks to help stabilize what may soon become 
run-away climate chaos.  

 

Conference of the Parties (COP 21) Twenty-First session, Paris, December 12, 2015 

“Recognizes the importance of adequate and predictable financial resources, including 
for results-based payments, as appropriate, for the implementation of policy approaches 
and positive incentives for reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, 
and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of 
forest carbon stocks; as well as alternative policy approaches, such as joint mitigation 
and adaptation approaches for the integral and sustainable management of forests…..  

Parties should take action to conserve and enhance, as appropriate, sinks and reservoirs 
of greenhouse gases as referred to in Article 4, paragraph 1(d), of the Convention, 
including forests.” 

Photo: D. DellaSala 

The Tongass is pivotal to the Obama Administration’s climate change commitments. The 
region’s forests not only store more carbon than any national forest,but also may function 
as a climate refuge (i.e., first line of defense) given maritime influences may moderate 
more extreme climate events anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests 
further south5. Relatively intact watersheds provide a refuge for old-growth dependent 
species (including many that are important to subsistence needs), and buffer salmon 
populations from cumulative effects of climate change and more extensive logging in the 
surroundings (non-federal lands)6.  

Notably, prior estimates of net carbon flux from logging scenarios on the Tongass 
indicate that only a no-logging scenario maintains carbon stores through time4. Carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
5DellaSala, D.A. et al. 2015. Climate change may trigger broad shifts in North America’s Pacific coastal 
rainforests. Online module – Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences – published by Science Direct 
6For examples, see Watson, et al. 2013. Mapping vulnerability and conservation adaptation strategies  
under climate change. Nature Climate Change 3:989-994. 
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also has future economic value in terms of avoided costs from global warming pollution 
and development of carbon-offset markets. For instance, if carbon were stored long-term 
in old-growth forests instead of being released to the atmosphere by logging, the 
estimated annual economic value of carbon would be comparable to revenue generated 
from Tongass timber sales should carbon markets mature4. Moreover, the Interagency 
Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon estimated the cost of carbon in economic 
impacts from global warming would be $27-221 per ton by 20507. Recent evidence 
suggests the anticipated costs maybe much higher, including large demographic 
displacements of human populations along coastlines8. 
 

 
Planetary carbon cycle with exchange of carbon among land, atmosphere, and oceans 
(billions of tons of carbon per year)9. Yellow numbers represent natural carbon fluxes, 
red are carbon dioxide emissions in billions of tons of carbon per year. White numbers 
show stored carbon. Note the fossil fuel related carbon stores in the diagram. Forests are 
integral to the earth’s carbon filtration system. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Carbon_cycle 
Photo: D. DellaSala 

Forests as a Carbon Sink – forests are a vital part of the 
global atmospheric carbon cycle that contribute to climate 
stabilization by absorbing (sequestering) and storing vast 
amounts of carbon dioxide (CO2) in trees (live and dead), 
soils, and understory foliage. As a forest ages, it continues 
to sequester and store carbon, functioning as a net “sink” for 
centuries if undisturbed. Ongoing carbon sequestration and 
storage has been measured in forests >800 years old10. 
 
When a forest is cut down, roughly 66% to 80% of the 
stored carbon in the forest11 is released overtime as CO2 
(some carbon is stored in wood products) thereby 
converting forests from a sink to a “source” or “emitter.” 
The minimal storage in wood products is an accounting 
misstep typical of federal agency carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
7 Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon, United States Government. 2013. Technical 
Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis – Under Executive Order 12866. May. 
8 Pizer et al. 2014. Using and improving the social cost of carbon. Science 346:1189-1190. 
DOI:10.1126/science.125974 
9Reprinted from DellaSala, D.A. In 2013. The carbon cycle and global change: too much of a good thing. 
Reference Module in Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences, Elsevier. 3 pp. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.05874-7 
10Luyssaert, S. et al. 2008. Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks. Nature 455:213-215 
11Wayburn, L.A. 2000 (several citations included). Forest carbon in the United States: opportunities and 
options for private lands. Pacific Forest Trust, San Francisco. 
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pronouncements that over value carbon in wood products12.  
 
Soon after logging, carbon is emitted to the atmosphere via rapid decomposition of 
logging slash, fossil-fuel emissions from transport and wood processing, and decay or 
combustion (within 40-50 years) of forest products in landfills13. Planting or growing 
young trees or storing carbon in wood products does not make up for emissions released 
from a logged forest. Indeed, after an old forest is clearcut, the young forest remains a net 
CO2 emitter for 5 to 50 years, depending on site productivity14.  
 
Logging on the Tongass is global warming pollution(photo: D. DellaSala) 

 
Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more 
greenhouse gas pollution than the world’s entire transportation network15, which is 
why countries, including the U.S., have committed to reducing emissions and protecting 
forest sinks (COP 21 climate agreements). Recognizing the importance of unlogged 
forests as carbon sinks, scientists also have repeatedly called on countries to protect their 
vast forest carbon stores as integral to stabilizing global climate change16.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12The White House. 2015. Climate change and the land sector: improving measurement, mitigation and 
resilience of our natural resources.	  
13Harmon, M.E. W.K Ferrel, J. F. Franklin. 1990. Effects on carbon storage of conversion of old –growth 
forests to young forests. Science 247:699-702. 
14Law, B. E., and M.E. Harmon. 2011. Forest sector carbon management, measurement and verification, 
and discussion of policy related to climate change. Carbon Management 2:73-84.  
15Estimates are conservative as they were mainly derived from the tropics where the majority of forest 
losses occur – boreal and temperate losses are not available at this time. Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change. 2007.  Synthesis report. An assessment of the IPCC on climate change. Houghton, R.A., 
B.Byers, and A.A. Nassikas. 2012. A role for tropical forests in stabilizing atmospheric CO2. Nature 
Climate Change 5:1022-1023. 
16MackeyB., et al. 2014. Policy options for the world’s primary forests in multilateral environmental 
agreements. Conservation Letters 8:139-147 DOI: 10.1111/conl.12120. Also letters sent to the Forest 
Service and USDA in 2015 signed by 7 scientific societies and hundreds of the nation’s leading natural 
resource scientists calling on the Administration to protect the Tongass old-growth rainforest sink.  
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Photo: The Big Thorne logging operation on Prince of Wales Island converted Tongass 
old-growth rainforest from a carbon sink to a source of emissions (S. Ballhorn) 

 
"The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure. Today, I am outlining a series of 
actions by USDA and the Forest Service that will protect the old-growth forests of the 

Tongass while preserving forest jobs in southeast Alaska. I am asking the Forest Service 
to immediately begin planning for the transition to harvesting second growth timber 
while reducing old-growth harvesting over time." July 3, 2013 Press Release, USDA 

Secretary Tom Vilsack. 
 
Tongass Is Transitioning But Not Soon Enough – Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack 
announced in July 2013 that a transition away from old-growth logging would need to 
occur rapidly on the Tongass National Forest while maintaining a viable timber industry. 
In November 2015, the Forest Service released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) Plan Amendment to transition the Tongass from predominately old growth to 
predominately young-growth logging with the preferred alternative adopting 
recommendations of a multi-stakeholder Tongass Advisory Committee that incorporated 
years of additional old growth volume as “bridge timber” to accommodate the transition. 
Here, we compare the Forest Service preferred alternative to a conservation alternative 
prematurely dismissed by the Forest Service as not producing enough volume. The 
agencies’ decision to dismiss this alternative occurred before completion of independent 
field inventories that now show sufficient volume from young growth can accommodate 
a more rapid transition with minimal old growth (Appendix I, report in preparation). 
 
In conducting theTongass logging emissions analysis, we compared the following:  
 

§ Forest Service Preferred Alternative – proposes logging 43,167 acres of old 
growth and 261,850 acres of young growth over 100 years with extensive road 
building (road building was not calculated in emissions scenarios although it 
certainly contributes to emissions).  
 

§ Conservation Alternative – proposed by conservation groups to accelerate the 
transition while meeting timber demand targets of the Forest Service using much 
less old growth (OG) to transition. Young growth (YG) estimates were provided 
by Mater Engineering (Appendix I) from field-verified 55-year old pre-
commercially thinned (PCT) YG sampled from a land base of 76,000 acres of 
relatively low controversy areas (i.e., areas not considered environmentally 
sensitive based on a suite of attributes, manuscript in preparation). An additional 
9,125 acres of old growth was estimated for specialty wood products over 100 
years (Appendix I).  
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We estimated carbon stored in young and old forests by interpolating data from prior 
estimates on the Tongass4 for above ground biomass, which was higher than estimates 
used by the Forest Service for live tree carbon only. We projected logging emissions of 
the two alternatives over 25- and 100-year increments. We then converted logging 
emissions to equivalent emissions from vehicles using EPAs equivalencies calculator and 
compared these projected emissions to CEQ’s draft “reference point” for minimizing 
emissions of federal actions. CEQ directs agencies to adopt projects with low emission 
using a reference of 25,000 metric tons of CO2(e)17 on an annual basis18. We used the 
CEQ reference for two reasons: (1) to determine if the preferred alternative is generally 
consistent with the Obama Administration’s global warming commitments (COP 21, 
Paris agreements); and (2) to provide an appropriate regional comparison of logging 
emissions that is based on easy to understand emissions comparable. Notably, the Forest 
Service based logging emissions projections on comparisons to the entire U.S. annual 
greenhouse gas emissions (the wrong scale of comparison), masking the severity of 
regionally specific climateimpacts.  
 
ESTIMATING LOGGING EMISSIONS USING VEHICLE EQUIVALENTS 
Photo: Juneauempire.com 

 
Forest Service Preferred Alternative – In general, the agencies’ preferred alternative to 
log substantially more OG and YG than proposed by the conservation alternative is 
estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 
 

§ equivalent to 4 million vehicles annually for 100-years (Appendix II); and  
§ 175 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 
Conservation Alternative – the transition proposed by the conservation alternative uses 
much less OG and is estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 
 

§ equivalent to 419,535 vehicles annually (Appendix II); and 
§ 16 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 
The conservation alternative, while also exceeding CEQ’s reference, yields 10 times less 
emissions in the long-term compared to the agencies’ preferred alternative and therefore 
should have been kept in the DEIS as a reasonable alternative under NEPA. The agencies’ 
preferred alternative is generally inconsistent with the COP 21 climate agreements 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
17Carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) are an internationally accepted term for comparing different 
greenhouse gas emissions using a common (standardized) unit of analysis.  
18CEQ 2014. Draft published for public review and comment Dec. 2014. White 
House.https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nepa_revised_draft_ghg_guidance_searchable.p
df 
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(Article 4 on greenhouse sinks) to conserve forests as a sink for atmospheric carbon and 
is well above the CEQ emissions reference.  
 
 
SOCIAL COSTS OF CARBON 
Photo: S. Ballhorn 

 
 
Executive Order 12866 requires federal agencies to “assess both the costs and benefits of 
the intended regulation and, recognizing that some costs and benefits are difficult to 
quantify, propose or adopt a regulation only upon a reasoned determination that benefits 
of the intended regulation justify its costs.”  
 
We provide an estimate of the social cost of carbon (SCC) derived from relevant 
published sources as a means for costing emissions in a regional context and to illustrate 
how the Forest Service could achieve compliance with the Executive Order by 
documenting climate costs of logging and the benefits of maintaining the Tongass carbon 
sink.  
 
In any cost-benefit analysis, it is imperative to incorporate the benefits (or cost savings) 
of avoiding damages to the environment, or, in this case, the climate, so as to level the 
economic playing field (although many ecosystem services critical to properly 
functioning forests are difficult to quantify). In this case, SCC is expressed as monetized 
damages associated with incremental increases in emissions, including, but not limited to 
changes in net agricultural productivity, human health, property damages from increased 
flood risk, and the value of ecosystem services. An Interagency Working Group on SCC 
estimated the annual cost of releasing emissions to be $27-221 per ton of carbon using 
2050 projections. For this analysis, we used the lower bound of $27 per metric ton of 
CO2(e) to estimate potential costs of logging emissions recognizing costs will escalate 
overtime as a result of the accumulation of regional and global emissions under status 
quo emissions scenarios.  
 
Forest Service Preferred Alternative - CO2 (e) released from logging would contribute to: 
 

§ ~$108 million annually in global warming costs over 100 years. Estimated costs 
are 10 times greater than the $8-10 million in annual wood products value 
anticipated by the Forest Service (DEIS Table 3.22-16).  

 
Conservation Alternative - CO2(e) released from logging would contribute to: 
 

§ ~$11 million annually in global warming costs, a tenth as costly as the Forest 
Service alternative.  
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Thus, the conservation alternative represents a cost savings to the foreseeable future 
climate compared to the Forest Service’s preferred alternative that would result in much 
higher costs due to greater logging emissions and this should have been included in the 
agencies’ NEPA analysis. It should be noted that only a no-logging alternative results in 
maximizing carbon sinks and generating apositive SCC. This is because removing carbon 
from a forest always results in some costs to the climate (costs are based on the 
combination of regional logging intensity and global emissions contributions).  
 
LIMITATIONS, UNCERTAINTIES, AND THE FUTURE CLIMATE 
Photo: A. DellaSala 

 
 
Follow Up Research and Monitoring – accurately estimating carbon in regional forest 
assessments requires the use of new carbon assessment tools and improved inventories 
(including soils) along with inclusion of sequestration rates (e.g., Net Ecosystem 
Productivity). Carbon assessments are costly but necessary to develop proper carbon flux 
estimates from logging and to evaluate SCC as a multiple-use objective. In this case, we 
approximated emissions from published sources, published estimates of carbon stored in 
wood products (using conversion factors), and published estimates of carbon capture via 
forest regrowth (using nationally recognized online carbon tools).  
 
Without the benefit of a comparable analysis, however, the Forest Service claims that 
logging old-growth forests could result in either a net loss or gain of carbon depending 
on logging practices even though clearcut logging (a substantial emissions source) is the 
method of choice on the Tongass (some young tree retentions and small (<10 ac) 
clearcuts are proposed in young forests within Old Growth Reserves and Beach buffers 
by the agency). Our findings are meant to provide a better estimate of emissions than the 
DEIS. Moreover, we used an appropriate scale of analysis that tiers to CEQ emissions 
guidelines and used comparable emission sources (e.g., vehicle equivalents that are 
locally applicable) to evaluate the magnitude of regional impacts. Follow up work, 
ideally conducted by the Forest Service in collaboration with scientists, is needed to 
improve upon these estimates and address uncertainties.  
 
Climate Shift Happens – Notably, the effects of climate change on forest productivity 
represents additional uncertainties. As the climate warms in Alaska, other vegetation 
types may replace conifer forests that evolved under a cooler climate3. For instance, 
during the Miocene millions of years ago Alaska was a much warmer place dominated by 
hardwood forests. As climate change now accelerates, it could lower carbon storage in 
conifer forests as the climate conducive to hardwoods gradually replaces conifers and 
some conifers die off from climate change effects (thereby releasing CO2 as is currently 
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happening with an extensive die-off of Alaska yellow cedar19). However, the maritime 
climate of the Tongass might ameliorate some of these shifts compared to more extreme 
changes anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests to the south3.  
Photo: A. DellaSala 
 

 
ALASKA’S FIRST LINE OF CLIMATE CHANGE DEFENSE AT RISK: 
CONCLUSIONS 
 

Although the Obama Administration took a leadership position during the climate 
negotiations in Paris, its global commitments to lower emissions and end deforestation 
ostensibly do not extend to Alaska’s globally significant Tongass rainforest carbon sink. 

 
The Administration has a unique opportunity to demonstrate to the world that it takes its 
climate change commitments seriously by quickening the pace of transition without 
relying on controversial timber sales that will cost more in future economic losses from 
climate change than the revenues generated by logging. The Forest Service has not 
conducted a logging emissions analysis as directed by CEQ. It has not conducted a cost-
benefit analysis of the SCC implications of more OG logging and is out of compliance 
with Executive Order 12866. The feasibility of an accelerated transition was 
demonstrated in the conservation alternative summarily dismissed by the agency but 
which uses much less OG and generates far less emissions over time.  
 
A robust analysis using carbon life cycle accounting is needed to more fully assess the 
social cost of carbon using advancements in forest carbon accounting as declared in 
recent climate change policies of the White House11. The Tongass is a known carbon sink, 
yet land-use emissions11references the importance of climate resilience best achieved 
through ecosystem and landscape conservation. Ecosystem resilience, and therefore the 
Tongass carbon sink, will decline on the Tongass with another 100 years of OG logging 
and road building. Proposed logging will be occurring at a time when the climate is 
changing the likelihood that the Tongass can function as a climate refuge3.  
 
“I loved Alaska and met so many inspiring people. Have to keep up the fight on climate 

change for their sake—and ours.” President Obama on his September visit 
 
The international community clearly spoke up in Paris about the strategic value of forest 
sinks in keeping global warming below the dangerous 2º C threshold. Choosing a climate 
responsible alternative for the Tongass would allow the Obama Administration to live up 
to its commitments to safeguard Alaska’s climate, comply with the COP 21 climate 
agreements and its pledge to end global deforestation.  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
19Hennon P.E.et al. 2012. Shifting climate, altered niche, and a dynamic conservation strategy for yellow-
cedar in the North PacificCoastal Rainforest. Bioscience 62: 147–158. 
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“We share the vision of slowing, halting, and reversing global forest loss while 

simultaneously enhancing food security for all. Reducing emissions from deforestation 
and increasing forest restoration will be extremely important in limiting global warming 
to 2°C.” United Nations Climate Summit New York Declaration on Forests (agreed to by 
157 governments, including the U.S, indigenous groups, corporations, NGOs, and others)  
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APPENDIX I. YOUNG GROWTH LOGGING LEVELS NEEDED TO HIT TIMBER 
DEMAND THRESHOLDS OF THE FOREST SERVICE CALCULATED FROM MATER 

2015 PHASE II CRUISE RESULTS (IN PUBLICATION PREPARATION). 
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Calculation Notes (all other calculations will be posted online): 
 

§ Carbon values interpolated from Leighty et al. 2006 Fig. 2 for age classes as follows: 55 years 
(494 tons per ac), 65 years (585 tons per acre), 120 years (776 tons per acre).  

§ Emissions adjusted to account for wood products stores using published estimates in footnote 10 
and then multiplied by 3.67 to convert to metric tons CO2 (e).  

§ Logging emissions are equivalent to passenger vehicle emissions 
http://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator.  

§ CEQ reference = 25,000 metric tons CO2 (e): 
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2014/12/24/2014-30035/revised-draft-guidance-for-
federal-departments-and-agencies-on-consideration-of-greenhouse-gas 

§ PL 113-291 requires: no more than 50,000 acres of initial YG (not including re-harvest acres) 
logging; total YG logging in first ten years cannot exceed 15,000 ac; 3,000 ac annual acres in first 
five years; 3,000 acres annual in 6-10 yrs; and 5,000 YG acres annual after 10 years.  If the timber 
volume goal is 46 mmbf/yr and compliance with PL113-291, the conservation alternative would 
log: 8,480 acres YG in 2020-2024 (1,696 ac/yr @ 13mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to 
short log recovery factor) producing 33 mmbf/yr.; not enough pre-commercially thinned 55-yr old 
stands are available at this time to meet the timber target exclusively from YG); 4,790 acres in 
2025-2029(958 ac/yr @ 32mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to short log recovery factor 
meets that target); 697 acres YG annual logging beginning in 2030 (1.5 multiplier for long log to 
short log recovery factor producing 46 mmbf/yr @ 44 mbf/ac). See Appendix Ifor Mater 2015 YG 
numbers plus specialty OG products (e.g., 3 mmbf/yr = 75 ac OG logged per year using a mid 
point of 40,000 board feet per acre Class 6 old growth (Tongass DEIS: 3-295) to back calculate to 
acres logged). 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erin 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC129 
 
I don't hike much. 
 
But I thoroughly enjoy the woods. 
 
And the beauty of forestry. 
 
Please choose no action. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: es 
Last name: johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is es johnston and I live in Seattle, Washington. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, es johnston 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Haley 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to suggest Alternative #1 to the Alaska Roadless Rulemaking #54511. 
 
 
 
I recommend not jeopardizing the stable, growing and critical tourism and recreation industry in southeast 
Alaska for the short-term and minimal gains of clear cutting one of the United States' last expansive old growth 
forests. 
 
 
 
The tourism and recreation industry supports over 11,950 jobs in Southeast Alaska ALONE! And bring $705 
million to the southeast Alaska economy. 
 
 
 
At its peak, the timber industry (when it was Alaska's second largest industry) only employed 4,000 people 
STATEWIDE. 
 
 
 
Don't sacrifice a stable, renewable industry for an exploitive one with less economic impact. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3927 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jeffrey Johnston 
 
Jackson, WY 83002 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3927 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Jeffrey Johnston 
Jackson, WY 83002 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jim 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jim Johnston and I live in Woodridge, Illinois. 
 
I fully support the position that this National Forest should be protected and no commercial development should 
be permitted. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jim Johnston 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JoJo 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
THE TONGASS SHOULD BE PROTECTED BY THE HIGHEST ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS. 
 
THE TONGASS SHOULD NOT BE OPEN FOR INDUSTRIAL USE. 
 
THE TONGASS LANDSCAPE IS MORE VALUABLE INSTRINSICALLY THAN ANY AMOUNT OF MONEY 
COULD PROVIDE. 
 
DO NOT OPEN THIS SPACE FOR PRIVATE GAIN. 
 
KEEP THE TONGASS PROTECTED. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Katie 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Katie Johnston and I live in Washington, District of Columbia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Katie Johnston 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Pamela 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Pamela Johnston and I live in Otto, North Carolina. 
 
It is unconscionable that you are even CONSIDERING selling off OUR PUBLIC LANDS and despoiling them 
permanently for future generations! Stay the hell OUT OF OUR NATIONAL FORESTS!!! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Pamela Johnston 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virginia 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We have enough roads/pavement in the U.S. We need to keep this forest road-free to protect the trees and the 
animals that live within the forest, who are already suffering from global warming. Cutting down more trees just 
accelerates global warming and we are already in deep trouble. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Wade 
Last name: Johnston 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Most of the arguments that I see in opposition letters hinge on the value of the forest for the carbon cycle. I 
think this ignores the nature of the proposed withdrawal, where only 168,000 acres of the total 9.2 million would 
be available for timber harvest. This is less than 2% of the forests. And, although it may be an obvious point to 
make, trees do grow back. 
 
 
 
If we consider preservation of the environment to be paramount to our citizens' well-being, then no action may 
be preferred. I think that's a misanthropic attitude however; I see more benefit in adopting a policy of 
responsible use over enshrinment and worship that renders it useless to people other than for capricious 
recreation and aesthetic (mostly for visitors who don't call the area home). I would prefer to see responsible 
use that limits environmental damage and allows the people living in the Tongass, as well as the Federal 
taxpayers that own and finance it's management, to benefit from the resources and jobs that it can create. The 
communities of SE Alaska are economically downtrodden. Dilapidated ruins of the timber industry litter the 
towns, places that used to employ thousands. This is an area that was populated specifically bc of it's 
resources, for fishing, mining and timber. Withdrawing the Roadless Rule will afford these people prosperity 
which they do not have now. Nobody should be able to impose their will on those people and deny them that in 
the name of lofty idealism. 
 
 
 
It is not a just policy for a Federal authority to be dictating what these people do with the lands where they live. 
The Roadless Rule imposes a set of values on them which it doesn't seem shared by the communities of SE 
Alaska. If they do share those values then the field offices will reflect that will of the locals through permitting, 
people will choose not to work in resource industries, and they can decide not to purchase the resources. 
 
 
 
And one comment for people who complain of the damage to the aesthetic of the forest; I have no sympathy for 
people that feel inconvenienced by having to see the power plants, landfills, mines and timber cuts that they 
demand through their purchase of goods which make their lives of historically unprecedented comfort a 
possibility. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alice 
Last name: Johnstone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alice Johnstone and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I've lived all my adult life in Southeast Alaska. I value 
the Tongess Forest for the many things it supplies. Five different species of salmon spawn in its streams and 
rivers. They not only nourish me but because of the clear flowing waters of the Forest they reproduce so 
abundantly fleets of fisherman make a fine living harvesting them to be shipped away to feed the world. 
 
 
 
Doing away with the Roadless rule and allowing unrestricted road building will pollute streams and rivers, filling 
them with silt and raising the temperature so salmon die before they are able to reproduce. 
 
 
 
My husband and I raised four children who ate many delicious meals of venison. Deer can not use logged 
areas full of slash so the deer population will suffer and so will the many families who depend on feeding their 
families with venison. 
 
 
 
These are just two of the ways my family used the Tongess Forest. So that these uses can continue for the 
residents of Southeast Alaska implore you to choose the "no change" option regarding the Roadless Rule. I am 
writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the 
proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the 
peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the 
forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for 
future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. it protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full 
exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and 
conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging 
and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest 
to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these 
locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to 
provide for medium-impact recreation development such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 
3-sided shelters passive or active watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important 
to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because A full exemption 
from the roadless rule discounts the voices of all the many Southeast Alaskans who spoke out in support of a 
no action alternative.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 



opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important 
community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts transition to second growth logging. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Johnstone 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a citizen of the United States and as a being on Planet Earth, I plead with the Forest Service: Please do not 
destroy the Tongass forest. There is no commercial value that can equal the value of maintaining this forest as 
a carbon sink, oxygen producer and wildlife habitat. Each of us is here for such a short time and we must not 
leave a legacy of destruction. We are facing dire consequences due to mismanagement and plundering of 
resources for profit. We all must see this. Do not participate in destruction. Protect the lands of the people of 
the United States. Please. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sue 
Last name: Joiner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC352 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I am distressed to hear the proposal to increase logging in the Tongass National Forest. Please protect this 
important temperate rainforest, the old growth trees that remain, and the wildlife that depend on them. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Rev Sue Joiner 
 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marina 
Last name: Jokic 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marina Jokic and I live in Boston, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Dear Forest Service, do your job and protect the forest! Enough said. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marina Jokic 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jolie 
Last name: Jolie 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jolie Tulley and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Ive lived in Southeast Alaska for three years. The forest is of 
essential value to the life Ive pursued here. Subsistence, fisheries, and wild adventures have all become an 
important part of my life here in ways I never imagined before moving to Alaska, both directly and in the greater 
context of the community that has embraced me. The habitats for fish and other wildlife are vital to life here. 
Fish stocks worldwide are under threat. At all costs, fish stocks need protection. Fish and wildlife are our most 
precious resources and the backbone of Southeast Alaska. More than these personal reasons, humanity must 
act aggressively to protect the entire world from the cataclysmic effects of climate change. That absolutely 
means conserving the largest North American rainforest. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, recreating, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
practicing my culture, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, practicing my culture, 
foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate 
change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and 
saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing medium-impact recreation 
development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters, passive or active 
watershed restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC 
conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It is selling our 
precious resources and we cannot afford to liquidate our existing carbon sink in an era of uncertain climate 
change. Harvesting old growth is not economically viable.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 



development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JASON 
Last name: JOLLEY 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
It is apparent to me that many people in and outside of Alaska depend on the protection of the Tongass 
National Forest for their livelihoods. Many organizations and industries do as well. There is an environmental 
benefit as well, considering the carbon that the forest absorbs from the atmosphere. I have read many of the 
comments from this comment period and am more enlightened to the concerns and join them in their plea for 
the Tongass Forest to be protected. 
 
 
 
I am concerned with the precedent this decision will have for future considerations of public land. If the 
Tongass National Forest becomes exempt from the Roadless Rule, then other forests are in jeopardy. I live in 
Utah, and just like Alaskans, many communities here depend on tourism for their economies. People come 
around the world to visit our state and national parks, not any industrial factories and processing plants. Please, 
I urge you to cease from seeking any alternatives to bypass the Roadless Rule. Instead, have logging and 
other industries comply with existing laws and regulations as they currently exist. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jordan 
Last name: Jolley 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Catherine 
Last name: Joly 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The people before us set aside lands that they believed were important to preserve for future generations. 
Reversing those decisions should not be made lightly, not for purposes of greed or selfish desire. Informed 
citizens realize that renewable energy is our future and that fossil fuels are our past. Please dont be foolish. 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Regards, Catherine Joly 
 
 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
do not open the Tongass to roads and development 
 
I am writing in to oppose opening the Tongass National Forest to roads and development. I strongly support 
leaving the Roadless Rule in tact. 
 
I travel to Alaska each year to witness the spectacle of bears and salmon. This is a public gem and should be 
managed for future generations. By opening it up to roads we are paving the way to ruining important bear 
habitat. It also increases trophy hunting from roads. 
 
 
 
I strongly oppose the Trump Administrations decision to fast track projects that have major implications for us 
and future generations. I feel we can all do better as a society. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jon Rayeski, Senior Industrial Designer and 
 
Gina DiGiallonardo, Health Care Administrator 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3521 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Alexander Jones 
 
Holloman AFB, NM 88330 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alexander 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3521 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Alexander Jones 
Holloman AFB, NM 88330 
 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am incredibly opposed to this proposal. I see no justification beyond destruction of wild areas for short term 
financial gain. 
 
Frankly, I doubt that anyone will read my comment, and if they do they will not care. I do not have money to 
bribe Mr. Purdue, Mr. Walker or Mr. Trump so my opinion will be ignored and more public goods will be 
transferred into the private wealth of their cronies. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aron 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 7:23:30 AM 
First name: BEN 
Last name: JONES 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest Once & For All Time 
 
Dear Chief Vicki Christiansen, 
 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you damn well know: the American People own the Tongass National Forest. It is America's wildest 
remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of roadless areas. And as such, WE SAY IT IS 
UNTOUCHABLE! 
  
You also know full well that the Tongass NF is home to a wide range of also irreplaceable wildlife, including 
Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its 
centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of climate change.  
 
You also know full well that logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere.  
 
So WHAT THE FUCK do you think you are doing proposing to allow clearcutting and bulldozing in OUR NF?  
 
You know damn well how irresponsible that is, because it fundamentally threatens these priceless & 
irreplaceable values. And if you think the American People -- who love OUR land! -- are gonna stand for your 
reckless stupidity, it's time you listen to US instead of your science- and America-hating Trumptards 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be ---- and NEVER WILL BE sacrificed to the timber 
industry.  
 
You know damn well logging represents only a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska when 
compared to tourism and fishing - both of which rely on intact forests to thrive.  
 
It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests, because past stupid generations of 
avarice addicted bastards along with your asinine agency have wantonly destroyed, fragmented and logged 
90+% of our nation's old growth forests, stupidly harming wildlife and polluting once pristine waters along the 
way.  
 
Furthermore, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any (!!!!) of the 5 million acres of roadless areas 
on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. O HELL NO -- if you think citizens 
don't see that this profiteering idiocy is nothin but a backdoor repeal of the popular 2001 Roadless Rule, you've 
got another think coming.  
 
You know full well that the Roadless Rule protects all roadless lands because of the critical, irreplaceable 
(there's that word again!!!) role they play in protecting clean water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation 
 
So get with the smart American People's program - think first and foremost of our future generations of all 
species, not your corrupt, Russian-sucking comrades' who want to hurt the United States by any means 
possible.  
 
Select the "no action" alternative to maintain the ever-popular "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and 
Chugach, which the American People will never stop demanding for OUR national forests! 
 
 
Sincerely, 
BEN JONES 



Cedar Rapids, IA 52403 
sbgbj1@yahoo.com 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: BEN 
Last name: JONES 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest Once & For All Time 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National 
Forest and urge you to select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
As you damn well know: the American People own the Tongass National Forest. It is America's wildest 
remaining national forest, with more than 9 million acres of roadless areas. And as such, WE SAY IT IS 
UNTOUCHABLE! 
 
 
 
You also know full well that the Tongass NF is home to a wide range of also irreplaceable wildlife, including 
Alexander Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears and salmon. It also stores a vast amount of carbon, with its 
centuries-old trees serving as a carbon-reserve life raft in this time of climate change. 
 
You also know full well that logging releases most of that carbon into the atmosphere. 
 
So WHAT THE FUCK do you think you are doing proposing to allow clearcutting and bulldozing in OUR NF? 
 
You know damn well how irresponsible that is, because it fundamentally threatens these priceless & 
irreplaceable values. And if you think the American People -- who love OUR land! -- are gonna stand for your 
reckless stupidity, it's time you listen to US instead of your science- and America-hating Trumptards 
 
The Tongass belongs to all Americans and shouldn't be ---- and NEVER WILL BE sacrificed to the timber 
industry. 
 
You know damn well logging represents only a small fraction of the jobs and income in Southeast Alaska when 
compared to tourism and fishing - both of which rely on intact forests to thrive. 
 
It's even more important to save these last remaining roadless forests, because past stupid generations of 
avarice addicted bastards along with your asinine agency have wantonly destroyed, fragmented and logged 
90+% of our nation's old growth forests, stupidly harming wildlife and polluting once pristine waters along the 
way. 
 
Furthermore, I oppose your plan to allow the agency to open any (!!!!) of the 5 million acres of roadless areas 
on the Chugach National Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. O HELL NO -- if you think citizens 
don't see that this profiteering idiocy is nothin but a backdoor repeal of the popular 2001 Roadless Rule, you've 
got another think coming. 
 
You know full well that the Roadless Rule protects all roadless lands because of the critical, irreplaceable 
(there's that word again!!!) role they play in protecting clean water, secure wildlife habitat and remote recreation 
 
So get with the smart American People's program - think first and foremost of our future generations of all 
species, not your corrupt, Russian-sucking comrades' who want to hurt the United States by any means 
possible. 
 
Select the "no action" alternative to maintain the ever-popular "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and 
Chugach, which the American People will never stop demanding for OUR national forests! 
 
Sincerely, 
 



BEN JONES 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 7:09:57 PM 
First name: Betti 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Betti Jones 
Longmont, CO 80503 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/4/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brett 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 4:00:00 PM 
First name: brett 
Last name: jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 5:27:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Brian Jones 
Tucson, AZ 85743 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bryon 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Cassie 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cassie Jones and I live in Lubbock, Texas. 
 
Please leave our National Monuments alone. These have been set aside for the nations people and our 
children and future generations to enjoy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Cassie Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Charlotte Jones and I live in Elmhurst, Illinois. 
 
Please keep your hands off our Tongass National Forest. This forest is critical to keeping our environment 
healthy and fighting climate change. We do not intend to let our most needed assets in this fight be decimated 
by corporations wanting to make gobs of money and then leaving our planet in dire straits. Thank you for your 
attention to this most important matter. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Charlotte Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-
0023. I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the 
Tongass National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action 
Alternative 1. 
 
As my own two boys (ages 8 and 5) grow older, I fear that the day may come in their future when they no 
longer have the ability to visit a truly 'wild' and untouched area as God created it. Allowing roads to be built in 
these currently untouched areas opens the gate to a slippery slope of additional development in the area which 
would immediately crush the 'wild' of the wilderness. While I support economic development and the American 
spirit of using sweat equity to build ones own fortunes, I do not support government policies that damage the 
long-term benefit of all people to satisfy the monetary gains of a small group. 
 
Once these wilderness areas are opened up, they can NEVER be closed again and returned to their original 
state - this is an action that cannot be undone. I ask you to fight against any action which would damage the 
current 'wild' aspect of this wilderness area. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Chris Jones 
 
Newnan, GA 30265-1985 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am very concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-
0023. I am writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the 
Tongass National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action 
Alternative 1. 
As my own two boys (ages 8 and 5) grow older, I fear that the day may come in their future when they no 
longer have the ability to visit a truly 'wild' and untouched area as God created it. Allowing roads to be built in 
these currently untouched areas opens the gate to a slippery slope of additional development in the area which 
would immediately crush the 'wild' of the wilderness. While I support economic development and the American 
spirit of using sweat equity to build ones own fortunes, I do not support government policies that damage the 
long-term benefit of all people to satisfy the monetary gains of a small group. 
Once these wilderness areas are opened up, they can NEVER be closed again and returned to their original 
state - this is an action that cannot be undone. I ask you to fight against any action which would damage the 
current 'wild' aspect of this wilderness area. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3679 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Dan Jones 
 
Covington, WA 98042 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3679 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Dan Jones 
Covington, WA 98042 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dangil 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dangil Jones and I live in Inglewood, California. 
 
Ive been to Alaska. We need trees to breathe. The animals need trees to live. Surely, there are other methods 
better suited for your business. We hold you liable for being responsible caretakers on this planet. Do what is 
right, not what is profitable at the expense of survival for all. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dangil Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Jones and I live in Bozeman, Montana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Jones 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is David Jones and I live in Bozeman, Montana. 
 
 
  
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, David Jones 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I cannot think of a worse idea than opening up this forest to logging and exploitation. Climate Change is a real 
thing. What was must do is leave these pristine areas alone, and on top of that, plant MORE trees. 
 
DON'T open up this forest to logging. Bad idea. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Donna 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Donna Jones and I live in Herndon, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Donna Jones 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dwight 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dylan 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dylan Jones and I live in Springfield, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Dylan Jones 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/6/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Jones and I live in Englewood, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS 
because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass National 
Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
All three ownership categories, industrial forests, public forests and private forests think of their holdings as a 
source of income, a crop to be harvested. 
 
We must work to change this mind set. Our forests (all three categories) are one of the most powerful agents 
we have to stop and reverse the Climate Emergency. Trees must be planted and standing trees must be 
allowed to grow to maturity and die from natural causes. While the United States government and many of it's 
citizens continue to deny the connection between human activity and the Climate Emergency, other countries 
have swung into action. Canada plans to plant three billion trees in the next ten years. Mexico has already 
planted seven-hundred and eighty-nine million trees. The Trillion Tree Campaign and other efforts throughout 
the world have, to date, planted more than twenty billion trees. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for passiveactive watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improvemaintain roadless characteristics (culvert removalreplacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on 
previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon 
stored in the Tongass. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Francis 
Last name: Jones 
Organization: Mr. 
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the roadless areas roadless. We don't need the wood but we need the areas that are still wild to stay 
that way for future generations to enjoy. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Jones and I live in Fort Collins, Colorado. 
 
Clean air is a basic right. Ignoring it leads to far more costly expenses of (often long-term) treatment of those 
who suffer dirty air. It makes no sense to keep all of out air anything but clean and healthy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Gary Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: George 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Im against opening 9 million acres in Alaska, maybe 3 million. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hanna 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3665 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Hanna Jones 
 
Greenville, MI 48838 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Hanna 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3665 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Hanna Jones 
Greenville, MI 48838 
 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jacob 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/24/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't open the forest to logging. We are running out of carbon sinks and it's making climate change 
worse. Give us hope that there are still people in the world still willing to do the right thing, regardless of political 
affiliation. 
 
We must have wild places untouched for species continuity! 
 
Thank you! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I don't believe that logging an old growth forest all the way up in Alaska will be stimulating to the economy. The 
studies available all suggest that it would be a waste of money, and the government is already strapped for that 
now. Spend my taxes on healthcare, and stop wasting our time and efforts to rebuild lost industries. That forest 
makes money from tourism and fishing, let it keep that up. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Tongass National Forest 
 
Please protect the Tongass National Forest in Alaska. Do not let the logging industry destroy it. It will ruin so 
many things if you let the logging industry in. Protect it. Protect us. Please. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
 
J. Matt Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3972 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
John Jones 
Martin City, MT 59926 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3972 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Jones 
 
Martin City, MT 59926 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:23:18 PM 
First name: Kaija 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kaija Jones 
Vashon, WA 98070 
 
 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Katherine 
Last name: Jones 
Organization: Green Party of Pima County 
Title:  
Comments: 
I am one of many generations that have visited, camped and consider national forests our sacred 
places.Please save our forests for us and the whole world. Peace, love and tree hugging this holiday season. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kellie 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6485 
 
11/21/2019 
 
Re: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I would like to express support for REMOVING the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. My family 
moved to Petersburg in 1965 and we have enjoyed many activities on the roads of Mitkof Island. Hours spent 
hunting, fishing, berry picking, wood gathering, family picnics and just a ride "out of the road" to get out of town. 
 
I was raised here, we raised our kids here and now the grandkids are enjoying the outdoors here. We would 
love to see more roads and use of our natural, renewable resources on the island and in the rest of the 
Tongass. 
 
I was lucky enough at 10 years old in 1970, to have our 5th grade class taken out to Three Lakes Loop Road 
and observe a helicopter planting the forest that grows there now. I have watched those trees growing all these 
years. 
 
Thank you for your time and know that we support the removal of the Tongass from the Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[Signature] 
 
Kellie Jones 
 
Petersburg, AK 99833 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kevin 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kim 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized for their rich and renewable resources, helping drive an $887 billion 
economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. Logging these late successional forests is 
not a renewable activity for the forests, the soils, the waterways. The destruction will be permanent. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Kim K. JonesMember, American Fisheries SocietyMember, Backcountry Hunters and Anglers 
 
 
 
[position] 
 
[position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kyle 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kylee 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kylee Jones and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Life time. Born and raised in Sitka Alaska. I depend on the 
forest to provide for subsistence living. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I 
am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, subsistence 
harvesting, hunting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the 
Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change 
impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these 
values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area 
characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively 
impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Prince of 
Wales Island, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing passive or active watershed 
restoration of salmon streams and wildlife habitat. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It will harm existing 
economic drivers. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts devote 
resources to support our fishing and visitor industries. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 



areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 12:07:18 PM 
First name: Kylee 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kylee Jones and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Born and raised in Sitka Alaska, so 26 years. Ive grown up 
exploring the forest thats always been my back yard. Venturing out into the woods. As Ive grown I learned how 
important it is to myself, my family and countless others. We depend on it for meat and other necessities. I 
dread the day my children cant have the childhood I did because we had humans destroyed the beauty nature 
has given us. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how 
the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, foraging for 
wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and 
mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, 
keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it 
effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption 
from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I 
and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any 
alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. 
It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Discounts the 
voices of many southeast Alaska that spoke out in support of a no action.. The State of Alaska says that a full 
exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help 
create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that 
are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries invest in creating and 
maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larae 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5797 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3657 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Larry Jones 
 
Westford, MA 01886 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3657 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Larry Jones 
Westford, MA 01886 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 12:50:35 PM 
First name: Lauryn 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lauryn Nanouk Jones and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I have only been in Southeast Alaska for a short 
time, less than four months. But no matter where you go the land it is vital to the people who inhabit the land. 
Forests are whole ecosystems and they are essential to all of life. I have been around forests all throughout my 
life. My family depends on them to get animals and plants that we use as food and home remedies. I value all 
the life in the forest and the trees that are giving us oxygen, that is essential for all of life. I am writing a 
comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full 
exemption will impact my the peace and solitude I find in nature, fishing, hunting, subsistence harvesting, 
foraging for wild foods, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the conservation of 
resources for future generations  the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, viewing wildlife, carbon sequestration, and local climate change mitigation, 
recreating and enjoying nature, foraging and gathering wild foods, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and 
increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and 
depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It doesn't take 
account of all the people who spoke out in support of the no-action alternative. Everybody deserves to have a 
voice and a full exemption neglects the people who live in the Tongass national forest or live near it. The State 
of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of 
old-growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young-growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long-lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lauryn 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC781 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Alaskans rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach NF contain. That is why I am writing to support 
the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule. 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lynda 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6089 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. *Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish 
and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77.* [Text bolded for emphasis] Roadless areas are an important 
source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of 
Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their spawning streams. *Please do not roll back roadless are 
protection for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.* [Text bolded for 
emphasis] 
 
*Customize your comment by listing reasons the Tongass is important to you or why you value Alaska 
Roadless areas: (ex: specific locations you recreate, activities you do, or why you value fish & wildlife)* [Text 
italicized] 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Would you like to volunteer with TU Alaska to Help America's Salmon Forest? 
 
Yes No 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 4:03:32 PM 
First name: Majda 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The roadless areas of Tongass National Forest must remain roadless. Here is why: 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Majda Jones 
Portola Valley, CA 94028 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary Ann 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
The activities that will result from opening the Tongass National Forest are unsustainable and will leave 
unrecoverable destruction behind. The economic gains are short term, while the economic damage to the area 
will be forever, as will the biological and ecosystem damage. I know this as a retired biology teacher and 
ecologist. The Tongass is part of our legacy and the heritage we leave for generations to come. Please, please 
do not rescind the Roadless Rule in whole or in part. Do not open the Tongass National Forest to logging or, 
potentially, mining. 
 
 
 
President Trump's efforts to create an Alaska-specific 'Roadless' Rule, which aims to allow for roads, often built 
at the taxpayers' expense and which support industrial-scale old-growth logging, would be a huge step 
backwards for the Tongass National Forest, where the billion-dollar industries of fisheries and tourism rely on 
an intact temperate rainforest, and the long transition from unsustainable clear-cut logging practices of the past 
is nearly complete. 
 
 
 
The Tongass Forest is unique. It is the largest temperate rainforest in the world, and it sequesters more carbon 
than any other forest on Earth, an amazing statistic in our ever-warming world. 
 
 
 
As Whit Fosburgh, president and CEO of the Theodore Roosevelt Conservation Partnership has said: 'We 
need a lasting solution for Alaska roadless areas that would conserve valuable fish and wildlife habitat and 
provide certainty for local communities that depend on the balanced use of these public resources, yet because 
of direct intervention from the White House, we are facing conservation setbacks within the Tongass that will 
affect more than half of the forest.' 
 
 
 
He continued, 'Roadless areas within the Tongass National Forest, which have long been managed under the 
direction of the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, provide vital habitat for salmon and Sitka blacktail 
deer. They also provide outstanding opportunities for hunting and fishing that support a strong tourism 
economy and are important for subsistence. 
 
 
 
'In January 2018, the state of Alaska petitioned the U.S. Department of Agriculture to allow for the development 
of a state-specific roadless rule. Many hunting and fishing groups and businesses demonstrated a willingness 
to collaborate and support such a rule if a durable, good-faith compromise could be reached. One such solution 
was within the range of proposed options recommended by the Citizens Advisory Committee chartered by 
Governor Walker and is the path supported by a strong majority of Alaskans. 
 
 
 
'Yet the possibility of a broadly supported, long-term solution that is good for Alaska was all but eliminated this 
past summer when the White House intervened after an off-the-record meeting with Governor Dunleavy, and 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture and U.S. Forest Service were directed to propose the most extreme option. 
 
 
 
'If implemented, today's proposal would lead only to more conflict over the future of these lands, harming local 
communities and everyone's interests over the long haul. We encourage the administration to right this ship, 



and we ask for leadership from the Alaska congressional delegation to shape a long-lasting outcome for the 
Tongass that brings people together.' 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5177 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I'm an avid fly fisherman, hunter, and outdoorsman. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Matthew Jones 
 
Boise, ID 83704 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: May 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is May Jones and I live in Benicia, California. 
 
Please do NOT roll back the Roadless Rule in Alaska! We must preserve the Tongass to combat climate 
change and preserve it for the health of present and future generations of wildlife and humans. What the Trump 
administration is doing makes no sense whatsoever. Rolling back environmental protections across public 
lands, rivers, and other natural areas is shortsighted and dangerous. You cant build an economy on a dead 
planet! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, May Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melanie 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support the building of roads in the Tongas National Forest. 
 
Do not despoil the Alaskan wilderness for short-term development like logging, mining and drilling. Resources 
such as oil, minerals and timber can be found elsewhere, unlike the unique, pristine wilderness of the Tongas 
National Forest. America's natural lands are essential to our heritage and the national endowment we leave to 
our children and grandchildren. We already have too few of these unspoiled, natural landscapes left. Protect 
the Tongas. No new roads! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Melody 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule Input 
 
In response to your request for input on the roadless rule change in AK I am submitting this: 
 
Not all resources are infinite or renewable. People have had to change their jobs throughout the ages as times 
change, resources are depleted, consumer demand alters. We can not expect to have the same jobs, 
opportunities for commerce, or lifestyles that our ancestors had, we must change with times. So, the people 
that want to continue to cut down trees because their father's did before them are not being realistic and 
governments who want to do things the way they always have are doomed to fail eventually. Tourism employs 
more people than timber cutting will. Pursue other avenues of income/commerce. 
 
Is it greed manipulating this desire to change the road rule? 
 
Old growth only occupies a small percentage of what's left in America. Old growth supports creatures that will 
only live in old growth. Why should man who developed on this planet with other creatures be able to deplete 
the habitats of all the other creatures just because man wants to? 
 
We have learned that the environment (including man's habitat) is interconnected. We have learned that as 
pieces disappear things change in dangerous ways. Why do we condemn the president of Brazil for allowing 
rainforest destruction because we know the rainforest is important to oxygen levels across the globe, but think 
it's OK to continue to deplete forests of North America which provide the same service. Why does Brazil have 
to think of global welfare and we do not. Not to mention the indigenous peoples in Brazil who will lose their 
homes and the indigenous peoples of AK who use the forests to sustain their ancestral way of life. Why do they 
have to give up their ancestral ways so a timber cutter who's father was a timber cutter can continue to cut 
trees. 
 
So, I vote the roadless rule stays as is. We've put our desires before every other living creature on this planet 
long enough. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melody Jones 
 
Gloucester, VA 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Jones and I live in Soddy-daisy, Tennessee. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Jones 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Nora 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Follow the science. Climate Change is real and is caused by excess CO2 in the atmosphere. We need the 
carbon sinks, like those found in the Tongass National Forest, to stand. Do not build roads, log or otherwise 
damage this important resource. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Peter Jones and I live in Northport, Alabama. 
 
No roads through the Tongass National Forest! Especially for clear cut logs! Preserve and conserve our 
wilderness resources! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Peter Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5445 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peter D. Jones 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
Keep rule as is. Not well thought out. 
 
[Box checked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Phillip 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Tongass National Forest is home to an amazing array of wildlife, including many imperiled species. Vast 
numbers of birds migrate from around the world to nest in the rich habitat of the coastal plain. Opening roadless 
areas to more logging and roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees the natural 
world relies on. 
 
Additionally, intact ancient forests are important strongholds for climate resilience. And the Tongass is one of 
world's largest natural strongholds. As such, this area is very important to the overall health of the world's 
environment. 
 
Now is the time to stop opening more areas to the timber industry. As stewards of the area, the focus should be 
on strengthening protections to the old-growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. 
 
I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on 
the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Phillip Jones 
 
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Jones and I live in Park City, UT. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest is a beautiful piece of American landscape that deserves a continuation of 
protection. It is the largest National Forest in America and the worlds largest temperate rainforest. The Tongass 
National Forest holds a breathtaking amount of untouched beauty that is hard to find in our country. It hosts 
many recreational activities such as hiking, fishing, and hunting, is a tourist destination and is sacred to the 
indigenous people. Allowing commercial logging to be introduced in a broader context to this forest could have 
a detrimental effect on the environment. I believe the Roadless Rule should be upheld for the Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to 
improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, 
etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 



I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 2:40:54 PM 
First name: Rachel 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rachel Jones and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
I am an Anchorage resident. I believe losing critical habitat for young salmon and old growth rainforest found 
nowhere else in Alaska (up to 400 years old) is a tragic price to pay to be sending pulp out of state and 
destroying amazing wild places we cannot replace ever if ruined. I support the No Action Alternative for the 
Roadless Rule, I believe it is better for the forest  that we have this law and potentially amend it later than 
remove it in its entirety 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its wild salmon populations and the world-class 
fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the 
largest intact temperate rainforest in the world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of 
incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect 
these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the 
Tongass, restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices. We need to stop subsidizing the 
clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were 
chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over 
the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Reg 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Reg Jones and I live in [@advCity], Vermont. 
 
My drinking water well was contaminated with PFOA and I and my neighbors had been drinking this poison for 
years. Now the town has connected us to the public water system to avoid the contamination. The state of 
Vermont has been very helpful in our crisis. However, the current governor just vetoed a bill that would have 
held the company that caused the contamination liable for the medical expenses that we might face because of 
the poison in our bodies. This is another misguided example of prioritizing corporate profit over the health of 
our citizens. Please, EPA, do what is right for the people of our country and do not just be lackeys for the 
moneyed class! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Reg Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please DO NOT modify the Tongass National Forest Rule! The preservation of this land is infinitely more 
important than any kinds of profit coming from extractive industry, most particularly logging. In addition, please 
do not change the Rule for the Chugach National Forest unless it is going to prohibit ANY form of mining in the 
forest. The Chugach already contributes heavily to the local economy through ecotourism. There is absolutely 
no moral, ethical, or even economic reason to do more harm to the forest for the enrichment of non-local (or 
even local) interests. For heaven's sake, STOP THIS. Thank you for your attention. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Richard 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest.   
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable *taxpayer subsidies* in order to support a few well-connected friends.   
Once it's gone, it's gone forever.  Not everything should be about the almighty dollar.  
Regards, Richard Jones 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Robert Jones and I live in Salem, Oregon. 
 
We must not allow the most corrupt administration in human history to destroy the Tongass Nat'l Forest. It is 
North America's largest carbon sink and must not be disturbed. Unfortunately, in the GOP mindset, it's destroy 
all things in order to make a buck and as payback to their corporate Nazi bribe masters. The GOP will destroy 
all life on earth if given the chance. We will destroy them before they destroy us. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Robert Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sean 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
This is short sighted and unscrupulous. We need to move away from CNBC tree based products and stop 
opening up the forests strong carbon and producing oxygen. We are wrecking the planet. 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharyn 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Sharyn Jones and I live in Mineral, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Sharyn Jones 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Sherry 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC864 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Jones and I live in Boynton Beach, Florida. 
 
All living beings need a home, and we need to preserve these lands or else there will be nothing left. We need 
nature and natural habitats 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Stephanie Jones 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/20/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the Tongass National Forest alone! 
 
[Position] 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 10:21:54 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Jones and I live in Sitka, Alaska. I've lived in SE Alaska since 2011.  The forest, streams 
and ocean are a big reason why we chose to move here. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, 
subsistence harvesting, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It shows the Forest 
Service is responding to the needs and voices of Southeast Alaskan communities. I depend on roadless areas 
in the Tongass National Forest for healthy fish habitat, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and 
enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public 
lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, Prince of Wales Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands. I want the roadless 
areas in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be 
managed to provide for low-impact recreation such as camping, hiking, hunting, and fishing  medium-impact 
recreation development,such as Forest Service cabins, trails, mooring buoys, and 3-sided shelters. It is 
important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It discounts the 
voices of many Southeast Alaskans that spoke out in support of a no action alternative.. The State of Alaska 
says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption 
would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural 
economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:04:48 PM 
First name: Suzanne 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
The Roadless Rule should remain in effect for ALL parts of the Tongass National Forest.   To exempt one 
section will only allow further invasion of these areas. 
 
Sincerely, 
Suzanne Jones 
Brevard, NC 28712 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tammy 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep the Tongas as it is. No roads. No cutting old growth forests. I want the chance to visit and fly fish this 
beautiful and unspoiled national treasure someday! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Timothy 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I absolutely think that the Tongass National Forest should be preserved as much as possible. The revenue that 
would be brought in by developing the land comes nowhere close to the enjoyment someone can get out of the 
undeveloped land. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Virgil 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5266 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
I have fished in the Tongass and it is a truly unique area. As the group charged as stewards of the area it 
should be and is your responsibly to act in a responsible manner. Do not let money nor some manner of 
political pressure sway you from what you should know is the right thing to do. The environment matters. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virgil Jones 
 
Northport, AL 35475 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zane 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6367 
 
I demand NO ACTION on the Roadless Rule. The Roadless Rule needs to stay in place to kee our standard of 
living. I hunt, fish, and recreate in The Tongass throughout southeast AK. I want tourists to see wild places 
without more roads. The cimate needs or wild healthy Tongass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/2/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Zane 
Last name: Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I want the Roadless rule left in place with no changes. I attended the public meeting in Juneau in October and 
thought the presentation was very biased and one-sided. The analysis looks only at the impact of removing the 
Roadless rule and not the value of keeping it in place. The presenters were clearly supporting the federal 
administration's agenda and not giving a real analysis. No studies were done showing the value of leaving it in 
place which should be step one of the analysis. I was appalled at the lack of balanced analysis presented. I 
support projects that are done on a case by case basis if we need them. They should not circumvent the 
roadless rule. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erik 
Last name: Jong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC453 
 
Dear Roadless Rule Planning Team, 
 
The health of the Tongass National Forest is important to me. I depend on the Tongass which is a unique and 
global treasure. 
 
The freshwater streams where salmon and old growth forest of the Tongass provide spawning habitat for these 
fish, which in turn feed a matrix of bears, birds, insects, and other wildlife that Alaska is so famous for. The 
health of our economy, which is heavily dependent on the fishing and tourism industries, also depends on the 
salmon, wildlife and presence of old growth forests. A sustainable future for Southeast Alaska requires 
protecting expansive areas of intact habitat - in short, it requires keeping our Roadless areas roadless! I urge 
the Forest Service and the Secretary to protect important salmon spawning habitat, maintain old growth forests 
for winter deer habitat, and keep the places I like to recreate free of clearcuts and roadbuilding. 
 
*WHO I AM:* [text bolded for emphasis] Include your name, where you live, and any relevant biographical 
information. Do you live or work on the Tongass National Forest? What is your relationship to the Tongass? 
 
I'm Erik of Jong, Alaskan resident for 4 years and living in Sitka, right in the center of the Tongass. I moved 
here to live in the center of nature and Sitka was the most attractive place to move to 
 
*PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] The Forest Service will choose how to proceed 
from a number of different alternatives. If you want the Roadless Rule to remain on the Tongass, write "No 
Action." 
 
No Action 
 
*WHY I PREFER THIS ALTERNATIVE:* [text bolded for emphasis] How would this alternative affect you and 
Southeast Alaskans? 
 
There is no valid reason to put short therm gains for a few over long term sustainability of Alaska as a whole. 
 
*AREAS:* [text bolded for emphasis] Are there specific islands, watersheds, or mountains that you depend on? 
Name the most important areas that the Roadless Rule to protect. Examples include the Tenakee Inlet, 
Nakwasina Sound, Fish Bay, Ushk Bay, Northern Prince of Wales, T77 salmon watershed areas, Audobon 
TNC ecological priority areas, etc. 
 
I care specifically about the area where I live, but like to extrapolate this to every where I like to travel. 
 
*USE:* [text bolded for emphasis] What activities do you use the Tongass National Forest for? Hunting, fishing, 
recreation, subsistence, business, tourism, etc. 
 
Hunting, recreation, subsistence and business 
 
*SUGGESTION:* [text bolded for emphasis] How should the Forest Service manage the Tongass National 
Forest, rather than old-growth clearcut logging? More sustainable alternatives to timber harvest include salmon 
watershed restoration, visitor industry infrastructure, deer habitat enhancement, young growth thinning, and 
maintenance of recreation infrastructure such as trails and cabins. 
 
The Forest Service was originally founded to manage the forest resources in the European model. My 
sugestion is to acualy start doing that 
 
Additional comments for the Forest Service: 



 
Me and my family invested more than a million dollars and thousands of hours to built ourselves a home in 
paradise. Recalling roaldess will likely destroy our paradise and makes it inhabitable. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Erik De Jong 
 
I want to receive a copy of the Draft Environmental Statement 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Erik 
Last name: Jong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1448 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jon 
Last name: Jong 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5344 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Please do not remove the roadless rule in Alaska. Wild fish stocks are already plummeting and it is critical that 
we maintain prime habitat in the few areas where fish still have a chance to thrive. Fish are a renewable 
resource, but only if we do our part to ensure their survival. Please do your part. 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for more than 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jon De Jong 
 
Wenatchee, WA 98801 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brenda 
Last name: Jonhson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3201 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brenda Jonhson 
 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Aaron 
Last name: Jonke 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



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



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



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 3:50:18 PM 
First name: Sandra 
Last name: Joos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandra Joos 
Portland, OR 97239 
 
 
 



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



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: sandra 
Last name: Joos 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is sandra Joos and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Please protect public lands, cultural sites and critical habitat. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, sandra Joos 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/13/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Joralemon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC344 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
Please protect the Tongass National Foreset in Alaska from the greed of lumber companies. Save our old 
growth red cedars, black-tail deer, Northern [illegible] and this glorious forest preserve! If 40% of the salmon 
have nowhere to spawn, they will soon be endangered! We cannot afford to succomb to the greed of the 
wealthy at the expense of human and animal life! 
 
Sincerely, The Rev. B. Gail Joralemon 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Dave 
Last name: Jordahl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Dave Jordahl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Amy 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Amy Jordan and I live in Anchorage, AK. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I have lived in Sitka and Juneau. I have sailed in and around the Tongass national forest for eco tourism, 
marine transportation and as a local. The Tongass needs to be wild to protect the delicate eco system. 
 
 
 
I grew up in Mainelots of logging there. People are so excited to see animals like eagles because they are so 
rare. I cant help but wonder if my ancestors had protected these forests in the past what life would be like. 
Would there be as much life in Maine as there is in Alaska? Lets not make the east coast mistakes. They are 
right there in the history books. Lets protect. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its 
sequestering of millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change. A full exemption does not 
protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic development with the countless other benefits 
provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation 
(camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact habitat including the T77 
watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections in any alternative 
selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass, perform restorative actions that support 
wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support wildlife populations. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 



 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariana 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariana 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariana 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariana 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ariana 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1180 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brian 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charlie 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1181 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cynthia 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cynthia Jordan and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
 
Don't do it. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cynthia Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dorothy 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Dorothy Jordan and I live in Lynden, Washington. 
 
Forests like the Tongass are extremely rare but play an important part in retaining stores of carbon in their old 
growth trees. Clearcutting this area would have devastating effects on the environment. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Dorothy Jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/7/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eric 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eric Jordan and I live in Sitka, AK. I am a commercial salmon troller, subsistence harvester, and 
forest hiker. I have lived in SE Alaska for 70 years. I depend on the forest and adjacent marine ecosystem for 
my commercial fishing livelihood, my sustenance from subsistence harvesting, and wilderness and forest hikes 
for spiritual regeneration of my life values. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because 
I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and 
gathering wild foods, practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local 
climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility 
and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance 
economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless 
Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others 
use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
Chichagof Island, Admiralty Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), the central 
mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the southern mainland from Bradfield Canal to Dixon Entrance 
Kupreanof Island, Kuiu Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Prince of Wales Island, Revillagigedo Island (near 
Ketchikan), Yakutat forelands, all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The full exemption 
is an example of our government, under Republican Party leadership failing to responsibly manage natural 
resources, listen to people close to the affected resources, and to be fiscally responsible. I have been involved 
in SE Alaska fisheries management for decades as a member of fish and game advisory committees, fishing 
groups, a member of the Regional Advisory Committee to the Federal Subsistence Board, and the Board of 
Fisheries. It has been so frustrating to see the continual damage to our forest and nearby marine ecosystem 
from the effects of the irresponsibly conceived and implemented era of industrial clear-cut timber/pulp mill 
devastation. It is time for managers and politicians to repair the damage already inflicted before initiating more 
damage.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development 
opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, 
it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 



development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries transition to second 
growth logging invest in creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure improve and streamline existing 
permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Jordan and I live in Middleburg Heights, Ohio. 
 
I have children and grandchildren. Do you? Do you care about them. Save the wild world for them. Once you 
have destroyed the wilderness to satisfy your greed you destroy that pristine beauty for YOUR children and 
YOUR grandchildren forever! Is the almighty dollar worth it? 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jill Jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 8:04:53 AM 
First name: Kathryn 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathryn Jordan and I live in Cutler Bay, FL. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest.  
 
We need to protect nature, wildlife and etc. Nature was here first and is beautiful so we need to protect it. 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its status as America's best natural solution to climate change and its sequestering of 
millions of metric tons of carbon and mitigating climate change, its huge swaths of intact ecosystems and all the 
biodiversity it contains, the recreational opportunities it provides, its status as the largest intact temperate 
rainforest in the world, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, its status as a national and global 
treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous communities that the forest supports to keep public lands wild for 
future generations. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively balance economic 
development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the Forest Service to 
manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc). It is important to me 
that high-value intact habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections in any alternative selected.  
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations. We need to stop subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through 
taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would 
instead prioritize the special interests of one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 
focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska  it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kenneth 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Kenneth Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kris 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3869 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kris Jordan 
 
Flagstaff, AZ 86004 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: lance 
Last name: jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is lance jordan and I live in San Diego, California. 
 
I support our previous EPA and vote for those who won't dismantle our Clean Air Act, endangered species etc. 
etc. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, lance jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lance 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lance Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: lee 
Last name: jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is lee jordan and I live in View Park-windsor Hills, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, lee jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lois 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lois Jordan and I live in Tucson, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lois Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marcy 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marcy Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: mel 
Last name: jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is mel jordan and I live in Austin, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, mel jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Jordan and I live in Aurora, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/26/2019 2:43:03 PM 
First name: Michele 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michele Jordan and I live in Limerick, Alaska. Hi there...I am not a resident of Southeast Alaska but 
I have a great friend who is. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, foraging for wild 
foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the status of the Tongass as a 
national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the 
conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. The rule is working fine 
as it is by balancing the conservation of our fish and wildlife habitat with important development projects.. I 
depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National Forest for economic livelihood, healthy fish habitat, deer 
habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, recreating and enjoying nature, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations. A full exemption does not protect these values, nor 
does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because Having the Tongass 
remain as is creates an environment that not only supports Southeast Alaska but is a benefit to all in this 
world!. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. 
However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would 
instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing 
industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Jordan and I live in Ashland, Oregon. 
 
I grew up in Los Angeles in the 1950s and '60s, and I can't describe the pain and anxiety of being unable to 
breathe without pain for a good part of the year due to the filthy air. I wouldn't wish for any other children to 
have to deal with that kind of bad air. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Michelle Jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Millard 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Millard Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
These forests should not be exploited. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ron 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ron Jordan and I live in Grass Range, Montana. 
 
How much is too much? For the rich corporations and individuals too much is never enough. Their sanity is 
measure in dollars and greed. Stop the Tongass National Forest Roadless Rule! Sanity begins with the heart 
and soul of all living things. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ron Jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S. Jordan and I live in Deerfield Beach, Florida. 
 
This is so disgusting. These people are out of their minds. Please stop seeing how fast you can destroy 
everything you (wrongfully) get your greedy hands on! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, S. Jordan 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Steven 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/21/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Jordan and I live in Nicholasville, Kentucky. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jordan 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Jordan and I live in Minneapolis, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Jordan 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Juliana 
Last name: Jordan-Huber 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Juliana Jordan-Huber and I live in Borden, Indiana. 
 
Cities and towns across America have abandoned warehouses, buildings, schools, streets lined with trash, ect. 
Why would any state and our federal government destroy more land when we have piles of ruble across our 
once beautiful country? Its time to look for better ways to support our economy and lifestyle with green energy. 
Its past time to move away from fossil fuels. Public lands are to be protected and not violated in anyway. The 
wildlife that inhabits those areas deserve to live In peace without being disturbed or having their homes 
destroyed. Start cleaning up what weve already destroyed before we continue to destroy more land simply 
because of GREED and lack of respect for sentiment beings, for all people and our earth. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Juliana Jordan-Huber 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brent 
Last name: Jordheim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brent Jordheim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brent 
Last name: Jordheim 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Brent Jordheim 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jodie 
Last name: Jordison 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jodie Jordison 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gloria 
Last name: Jordon 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gloria Jordon 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tara 
Last name: Jorfald 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alternatives to a Proposed Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
My vote is for: 
 
Alternative 1 takes no action and would leave all of Alaska under the 2001 Roadless Rule, including the 
Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
 
 
Tara Jorfald 
 
The Noble Law Firm, LLC 
 
www.noble-law.com 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alena 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alena Jorgensen and I live in Temple City, California. 
 
 
Our lives are at stake. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alena Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: alena 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, alena Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Alena 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alena Jorgensen and I live in Temple City, California. 
 
 
Our lives are at stake. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Alena Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrea 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrea Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Carole 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
CHOOSE THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE. NONE OF THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES ARE JUSTIFIED 
ECONOMICALLY, ECOLOGICALLY, SOCIALLY OR CULTURALLY. 
 
The Tongass is the largest remaining rain forest in North America and one of the largest and least impacted in 
the world. The ecological value of this area is even more important because it is remote and relatively 
undeveloped. Many of the species that live there in healthy numbers are listed or otherwise imperiled in other 
places. For example, marbled murrelets. 
 
Roadless areas are important because of their wildlife and fish habitat, recreation values, importance to 
multiple economic sectors, traditional properties and sacred sites for local indigenous people, inherent passive 
use values, and ecosystem services values they provide. Passive use values represent the value that 
individuals assign to a resource independent of their use of that resource and typically include existence, 
option, and bequest values. These values represent the value that individuals obtain from knowing that 
expansive roadless areas exist, knowing that they are available to visit in the future should they choose to do 
so, and knowing that they are available for future generations to inherit. Ecosystem services represent the 
services provided to society by healthy ecosystems. These services and benefits include what some consider 
to be long-term life support benefits to society as a whole. Examples of ecosystem services include watershed 
services, soil stabilization and erosion control, improved air quality, climate regulation, carbon sequestration, 
and biological diversity. (DEISexecutive summary 2019) Tourists visit the Tongass to see the eagles, the 
whales, the fish, the murrelets and other species they can't see elsewhere and to experience one of the few the 
"untrammeled" places remaining . 
 
The Tongass has a history regarding deficit sales at taxpayer's expense. The 16.7 million acres also supports a 
diverse wildlife community, some species found nowhere else. Logging is tremendously expensive in Alaska. 
Trees grow slowly, geography is steep, access poor, road building is dangerous and prohibitively expensive, 
markets are distant, tree value isnt that great, precipitation high, erosion significant, earthquakes common. 
Financially and ecologically building roads in roadless areas of the Tongass is not prudent, wise or consistent 
with the reason that much of the Tongass was designated roadless in the first place. 
 
I am sympathetic to workers in small mill towns in Alaska, but do not destroy our national (and international) 
irreplaceable ecological gem in order to use US tax dollars to support these mills and communities--only to 
produce products for foreign markets. However, the Tongass also provides important fisheries, hunting and 
cultural values to the native people of Alaska. Many of their rights have already been destroyed or 
compromised by white development and exploitation. Building roads for little to no profit and at extremely high 
cost is inconsistent with the cultural values of those living there that do not "mine" the resource. 
 
The export of unprocessed timber is also restricted from lands managed by the States of Alaska, Oregon, 
California, and Idaho. As a result of a suit against the State of Alaska and subsequent appeals, however, the 
attorneys general of the States of Alaska, Oregon, and Idaho have rendered opinions that language restricting 
exports should be removed from State timber sale contracts, contending that no enforcement is defensible until 
the litigation is resolved. (Hines, Judith A. 1987. Log export restrictions of the Western States and British 
Columbia. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-208. Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, 
Pacific Northwest Research Station; 13 p.) 
 
I worked in Alaska for several years trying to restore habitats and mistakes from development and exploitation 
based on "economic" reasons. Few of those restoration projects were able to completely ameliorate the 
damage and were astronomically expensive. Those that profited were seldom local people, the income was 
fleeting and often insufficient and was usually gone well before the area recovered. 
 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tongass_National_Forest 
 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-environment-alaska/u-s-judge-issues-11th-hour-halt-to-tongass-national-
forest-timber-sale-idUSKBN1W903D 



 
https://www.kfsk.org/2018/04/25/advocacy-group-says-forest-service-documents-dont-show-fix-for-tongass-
timber-sale 
 
https://www.taxpayer.net/energy-natural-resources/upcoming-tongass-timber-sales-will-cost-taxpayers/ 
 
http://www.atnitribes.org/resolutions/support-no-action-alternative-preferred-alternative-tongass-national-forest-
alaska 
 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1fsNGRHcMGThyowQdaL-S28ZDmQIZAu7o/view 
 
https://www.hia-env.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/Tribal-CA-Press-Release-2019.pdf 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edris 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Edris Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Edris 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Edris Jorgensen and I live in Issaquah, Washington. 
 
 
Stop the trampling of the world's beauty when better alternatives exist. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Edris Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jean 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jean Jorgensen and I live in Green Valley, Arizona. 
 
 
PLEASE think about theworld we are leaving ourchildren and grandchildren! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jean Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kristine 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kristine Jorgensen and I live in Racine, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kristine Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lesley 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lesley Jorgensen and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Lesley Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Michelle Jorgensen and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Michelle Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michelle 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Michelle Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3329 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Rebecca Jorgensen 
 
Oak Creek, WI 53154 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Rebecca 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3329 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive.  
  
Sincerely,  
Rebecca Jorgensen 
Oak Creek, WI 53154 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ronald 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ronald Jorgensen and I live in Enumclaw, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ronald Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Walter 
Last name: Jorgensen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Walter Jorgensen and I live in Tumwater, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Walter Jorgensen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rhodie 
Last name: Jorgenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Rhodie Jorgenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Rhodie 
Last name: Jorgenson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Rhodie Jorgenson and I live in [@advCity], Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Rhodie Jorgenson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: jorstanje 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Robert jorstanje 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Jory 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Susan Jory and I live in Marana, Arizona. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Susan Jory 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: DONNA 
Last name: JOSAITIS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is DONNA JOSAITIS and I live in Culpeper, Virginia. 
 
 
It is time to make responsible decisions that are in the best interest of ALL people an the environment. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, DONNA JOSAITIS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Daryl 
Last name: Jose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC882 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am a visitor to the lands and waters of Southeast Alaska. The Tongass National Forest is a large part of why I 
am here. Visitors like me come to witness the vast, beautiful stands of old-growth trees that can't be found on 
such a scale anywhere else in the United States. We come to crew on commercial fishing boats. We come to 
hunt, fish and hike in America's largest National Forest. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 
Roadless Rule remain in place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for 
Alaskans and Americans. 
 
I support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in 
any new Alaska Roadless Rule. Tourism and commercial fishing are at the heart of Southeast's economy, not 
the antiquated timber industry. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Evan 
Last name: Jose 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
We must protect our forests. I am disappointed and strongly opposed. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Synone 
Last name: Josef 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Synone Josef 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Andrew Joseph and I live in Westminster, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Andrew Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ann 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ann Joseph and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ann Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Barbara 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule3320 protections in place 
and intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Barbara Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cassondra 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cassondra Joseph and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
Outrageous!!  Tongass needs additional protections, not clear-cutting. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cassondra Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charlotte 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Charlotte Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Joseph and I live in Edison, New Jersey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Dan 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1314 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellen 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellen Joseph and I live in Croton-on-hudson, New York. 
 
The vital Amazon rainforest is being destroyed. Now our government wants to clearcut trees in the protected 
Tongass Forest in Alaska. Please, let us stop this madness. When the last tree is cut down, humans will have 
destroyed a vital environment for all our children and grandchildren, who will be left to inherit a barren world. 
We can prevent that now from being our legacy. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellen Joseph 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ellie 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ellie Joseph and I live in Tampa, Florida. 
 
Please put Floridas woodlands and wildlife first! In order to mitigate climate change, we need to preserve and 
protect nature as much as possible! Go for 100% clean energy and preserve as much wild lands as possible! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Ellie Joseph 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hugh 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Hugh Joseph and I live in Brookline, Massachusetts. 
 
 
Thank you for not destroying what little is left of our natural world 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Hugh Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jared 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jared Joseph and I live in Twin Falls, Idaho. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jared Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jill 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jill Joseph and I live in Truth Or Consequences, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Jill Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: R. 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is R. Joseph and I live in Queens, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, R. Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1350 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Tommy 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen,  
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Vicki 
Last name: Joseph 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Vicki Joseph and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Vicki Joseph 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Josephi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Thomas Josephi and I live in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Thomas Josephi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Josephs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Andrew Josephs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: JEFF 
Last name: JOSEPHS 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is JEFF JOSEPHS and I live in Deforest, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, JEFF JOSEPHS 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Roma 
Last name: Josephs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Roma Josephs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andy 
Last name: Josephson 
Organization: State Of Alaska 
Title: Representative 
Comments: 
Rep. Josephson comment 
 
 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
 
 
December 11, 2019 
 
USDA Forest Service, Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
P.O. Box 21628, 
 
Juneau, Alaska, 99802 
 
akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service's draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that proposes to adopt 
Alternative Six, thereby completely exempting the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule. 
 
The fundamental flaw in the DEIS is what it identifies as the Purpose and Need for the rulemaking: "...the 
controversy surrounding the management of Tongass roadless areas may be resolved through state specific 
rulemaking. A long-term, durable approach to roadless area management is desired..." 
 
By selecting Alternative Six, the FS proposes to fully reverse the policy that has been in effect for the last 17 
years, during which little controversy arose. Thus, the DEIS's Purpose and Need is based upon a false 
premise. No need to change the rule exists. A long-term, durable approach to roadless area management has 
existed for close to two decades. 
 
It is true that the Tongass is unique in the ways the DEIS indicates, but that uniqueness does not necessitate 
any change in how the roadless rule applies to the Tongass. Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the DEIS's Purpose and 
Need section do not establish any need. Paragraph 2 vaguely refers to "local economic and development 
concerns" but doesn't even come close to establishing any purpose or need. Stating, in paragraph 3, what the 
State of Alaska believes does not establish any need. 
 
The economy of southeast Alaska has adapted to the existing rule. Tourism has displaced logging and 
sawmilling as economic drivers. Tourists want to see intact, old growth forests and the wildlife that depends 
upon those forests, not clear-cuts. So, lifting the roadless rule will harm the economy of SE Alaska. 
 
 
 
Log storage and transfer facilities degrade or kill benthic habitats, deteriorating sustainable shellfish fisheries. 
This would undermine the current SE economy. Roads silt streams, and culverts impede salmonid migration, 
deteriorating sustainable finfish fisheries. This would undermine the current SE economy. 
 



Old growth forests sequester carbon better than new growth, and the need for carbon sequestration increases 
dramatically as global climate change accelerates. 
 
Given these factors, it makes no sense to lift the roadless rule to enable regression to a former, polluting, 
harmful, extractive industry that has been superseded by cleaner, more sustainable industries. 
 
The DEIS states that the purpose and need is to resolve controversy about managing roadless areas. Doing a 
u turn will not resolve controversy. Removing all 9.2 million acres of inventoried roadless acres and converting 
165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to 
suitable timber lands will not resolve controversy. Facilitating roadbuilding, logging, log rafting, log transfer 
facilities, stream degradation, salmonid impediment, benthic degradation and carbon release will not resolve 
controversy. On the contrary, lifting the roadless rule will exacerbate controversy and certainly invite litigation. 
 
Don't do it. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
[signature] 
 
Representative Andy Josephson 
 
 
 
[Position] 
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December 11, 2019 
 
 
 
USDA Forest Service, Attn: Alaska Roadless Rule  
P.O. Box 21628, 
Juneau, Alaska, 99802 
akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us  
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
I strongly oppose the Forest Service’s draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that 
proposes to adopt Alternative Six, thereby completely exempting the Tongass National Forest 
from the Roadless Rule.    

The fundamental flaw in the DEIS is what it identifies as the Purpose and Need for the 
rulemaking: “…the controversy surrounding the management of Tongass roadless areas may be 
resolved through state specific rulemaking. A long-term, durable approach to roadless area 
management is desired…” 

By selecting Alternative Six, the FS proposes to fully reverse the policy that has been in effect 
for the last 17 years, during which little controversy arose. Thus, the DEIS’s Purpose and Need is 
based upon a false premise. No need to change the rule exists. A long-term, durable approach to 
roadless area management has existed for close to two decades.  

It is true that the Tongass is unique in the ways the DEIS indicates, but that uniqueness does not 
necessitate any change in how the roadless rule applies to the Tongass. Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the 
DEIS’s Purpose and Need section do not establish any need. Paragraph 2 vaguely refers to “local 
economic and development concerns” but doesn’t even come close to establishing any purpose 
or need. Stating, in paragraph 3, what the State of Alaska believes does not establish any need.  

The economy of southeast Alaska has adapted to the existing rule. Tourism has displaced 
logging and sawmilling as economic drivers. Tourists want to see intact, old growth forests and 
the wildlife that depends upon those forests, not clear-cuts. So, lifting the roadless rule will harm 
the economy of SE Alaska. 

mailto:Rep.Andy.Josephson@akleg.gov
mailto:akroadlessrule@fs.fed.us


Log storage and transfer facilities degrade or kill benthic habitats, deteriorating sustainable 
shellfish fisheries. This would undermine the current SE economy. Roads silt streams, and 
culverts impede salmonid migration, deteriorating sustainable finfish fisheries. This would 
undermine the current SE economy.  

Old growth forests sequester carbon better than new growth, and the need for carbon 
sequestration increases dramatically as global climate change accelerates.  

Given these factors, it makes no sense to lift the roadless rule to enable regression to a former, 
polluting, harmful, extractive industry that has been superseded by cleaner, more sustainable 
industries.  

The DEIS states that the purpose and need is to resolve controversy about managing roadless 
areas. Doing a u turn will not resolve controversy. Removing all 9.2 million acres of inventoried 
roadless acres and converting 165,000 old-growth acres and 20,000 young-growth acres 
previously identified as unsuitable timber lands to suitable timber lands will not resolve 
controversy. Facilitating roadbuilding, logging, log rafting, log transfer facilities, stream 
degradation, salmonid impediment, benthic degradation and carbon release will not resolve 
controversy. On the contrary, lifting the roadless rule will exacerbate controversy and certainly 
invite litigation.  

Don’t do it. 

Thank you for considering my comments.  

Sincerely, 
 

 

Representative Andy Josephson 
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: ken 
Last name: josephson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3623 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
ken josephson 
 
FOREST HILLS, NY 11375 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Josephson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Josephson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Purtle 
Last name: Joshua 
Organization: California Department of Justice 
Title: Deputy Attorney General 
Comments: 
Dear Mr. Tu, 
 
Please find attached a comment letter and nine exhibits regarding the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 84 Fed. 
Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019). This letter is submitted on behalf of the Attorneys General of the States of 
California, Washington, Oregon, Illinois, and New York and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. We are also 
submitting this letter by First Class mail and through the Forest Service's online portal. 
 
Regards, 
 
Josh Purtle 
 
Deputy Attorney General 
 
California Department of Justice 
 
Environment Section 
 
Oakland, CA 94612 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
ATTORNEYS GENERAL OF THE STATES OF CALIFORNIA,  
 WASHINGTON, OREGON, ILLINOIS, AND NEW YORK AND THE  
 COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 
 
December 16, 2019 
 
Ken Tu 
 
Interdisciplinary Team Leader 
 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
U.S. Forest Service 
 
P.O. Box 21628 
 
Juneau, AK 99802-1628 
 
akroadlessrule@usda.gov 
 
Via Email, First Class Mail, and Online Portal 
 
RE: Comments on Alaska Roadless Rule, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) Dear Mr. Tu: 
 
The undersigned Attorneys General of the States of California, Washington, Oregon, Illinois, and New York and 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (hereinafter, "the States") respectfully submit these comments on the 
U.S. Forest Service's October 17, 2019 proposed rule to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national 
Roadless Rule. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) ("Proposed Rule"). If 
adopted, the Proposed Rule would open up 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected forest land to potential new 



roadbuilding and logging. The Proposed Rule thus threatens the undersigned States' interest in the Tongass, 
which provides habitat for vulnerable wildlife species with a nexus to some of the undersigned States, as well 
as an important sink for greenhouse gas emissions that is critical to national efforts to mitigate the impacts of 
climate change. As discussed further below, the Proposed Rule fails to meet governing legal requirements 
under the Administrative Procedure Act ("APA"), National Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"), and the 
Endangered Species Act ("ESA"). The Service must correct these legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
 
The Forest Service's proposal is the latest chapter in a long battle to eliminate the Roadless Rule's important 
protections for clean water, intact wildlife habitat, and wild places. The Roadless Rule, adopted in 2001, 
protects critical undeveloped forest lands from the roadbuilding and logging that have left permanent scars on 
vast areas of our nation's public lands. Industry groups and hostile federal administrations have worked 
tirelessly to gut the Roadless Rule from the day it was adopted, and the efforts of several of the undersigned 
States and other stakeholders were critical in fending off those attacks and ensuring that the Roadless Rule 
remains in force nationwide. 
 
The Tongass National Forest has been at the vanguard of the fight to preserve the Roadless Rule since the 
beginning, as the Rule's opponents have repeatedly attempted to exempt the Tongass from national roadless 
area protection. The last attempt to adopt a Tongass exemption faltered in the courts. Just four years ago, the 
Ninth Circuit held that the Forest Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its previous attempt to 
discard roadless area 
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protections that, in 2001, it had deemed critical to preserving the Tongass's unique 
 
environmental values. See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep't of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th Cir. 2015). 
 
The Forest Service's Proposed Rule suffers from the same flaw. The Service now asserts that a Tongass 
exemption is justified because roadless area management in Southeast Alaska is controversial, and it is 
therefore preferable to decide the fate of roadless areas on a case-by-case basis. This reasoning ignores that 
the Service found the opposite in adopting the 2001 Roadless Rule, concluding that national protection for 
roadless areas was necessary to avoid the cost and litigation of case-by-case decisionmaking. The Service 
fails to explain why its previous finding in the Roadless Rule is no longer valid, and thus fails to satisfy the basic 
APA requirement that an agency rationally explain a change in policy. 
 
The Proposed Rule and supporting Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("Draft EIS") further fail to comply 
with NEPA's requirement that the Service rationally consider and disclose all of the potential environmental 
impacts of the proposed Tongass exemption. In this regard, the Forest Service asserts that the Proposed Rule, 
if adopted, will have no meaningful environmental impact because, according to the Service, the Tongass 
exemption would not increase the amount of logging in the National Forest. The Service, however, does not 
provide any analysis, study, or citation to support this prediction, which forms the foundation of the Service's 
entire Draft EIS. In addition to this pervasive flaw, the Draft EIS unlawfully discounts the Proposed Rule's 
climate impacts, including by relying on scientific findings that directly contradict findings the Service made just 
three years ago when it adopted the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan; unlawfully ignores potential impacts 
to migratory birds; and unlawfully defers analysis of certain foreseeable impacts until site-specific projects are 
proposed. The Service's environmental analysis is therefore incomplete, unsubstantiated, and unlawful. 
 
The Service has further unlawfully failed to reinitiate consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service 
("NMFS") and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service ("FWS") regarding the Proposed Rule's possible impacts on 
ESA-listed species, including Pacific humpback whales and short-tailed albatross. The Service must engage in 
such required consultation before moving forward with the Proposed Rule. 
 
To be clear, the Service cannot avoid these legal defects by choosing one of the less extreme management 
alternatives proposed in the Draft EIS. On the contrary, the Service has failed to provide a rational justification 
and adequate environmental analysis for any of the proposed management alternatives, other than the no 



action alternative that would maintain status quo Roadless Rule protection. The Service must therefore correct 
the fundamental legal flaws identified in these comments or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
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BACKGROUND 
 
I. The Tongass National Forest and the Roadless Rule 
 
The Tongass National Forest, located in Southeast Alaska's Alexander Archipelago, is a largely untouched 
remnant of the vast temperate rainforest that once extended along the Pacific Coast from Alaska to northern 
California. See Final Rule, Roadless Area Conservation, 66 Fed. Reg. 3,244, 3,254 (Jan. 12, 2001). Stretching 
"roughly 500 miles from Ketchikan to Yakutat," the Tongass features a diverse landscape of boundless forests, 
sweeping glaciers and towering coastal mountains. Draft EIS at 3-23. 
 
As the Forest Service recognizes, the Tongass is "an important national and international resource." Draft EIS 
at 3-23. Its unique ecosystem provides seasonal and permanent habitat to many important species, including 
some with a nexus to California and Washington, such as vulnerable humpback whales, green sturgeon, short-
tailed albatross, Southern Resident killer whales, and salmon. See Proposed Rulemaking to Revise Critical 
Habitat for the Southern Resident Killer Whale Distinct Population Segment, 84 Fed. Reg. 49,214, 49,217 
(Sept. 19, 2019) (Southern Resident killer whales' coastal range "extends from the Monterey Bay area in 
California, north to Chatham Straight in southeast Alaska."). The Tongass further supports migratory birds that 
spend part of the year in or migrate through some of the undersigned States. The Tongass, as the largest 
National Forest, also has an enormous capacity to absorb and store carbon dioxide, and thus is an invaluable 
carbon sink for purposes of climate change mitigation, providing substantial benefits to every state. 
 
The Tongass is further important to the millions of people[mdash]including 1.2 million people in 2016 
alone[mdash]who have visited the area. These visitors include residents of the undersigned States. For many 
of these visitors, "a visit to the Tongass is a[] once-in-a-lifetime experience." Draft EIS at 3-23. Even people 
who have not visited value the Tongass and "benefit from knowing that [it] is there" and that it will be "left for 
future generations to inherit." Draft EIS at 3-23. 
 
The Tongass's unique values have been preserved in large part because of the Roadless Rule. First adopted 
in 2001, the Roadless Rule generally prohibits roadbuilding and logging in areas of National Forests designated 
as "inventoried roadless areas." 66 Fed. Reg. at 3,244, 3,272-73. When the Service adopted the Roadless 
Rule, it recognized that roadless areas in National Forests provide unique ecological values that warrant 
special protection. Specifically, "roadless areas provide large, relatively undisturbed blocks of important habitat 
for a variety of terrestrial and aquatic wildlife and plants, including hundreds of threatened, endangered, and 
sensitive species." Id. at 3,247. Preventing roadbuilding and logging in these areas is critical to maintaining 
their environmental values: "Road construction, reconstruction, and timber harvesting activities can result in 
fragmentation of ecosystems, the introduction of non-native invasive species, and other adverse consequences 
to the health and integrity of inventoried roadless areas[.]" Id. Habitat fragmentation caused by logging and 
roadbuilding in particular "results in decreased connectivity of wildlife habitat and wildlife movement, isolating 
some species and increasing the risk of local extirpations and extinctions." 66 Fed. Reg. at 3,247. Road 
construction can also impact watersheds, including by contributing to stream sedimentation 
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and harmful landslides that can disrupt waterways' beneficial ecological functions and impair public drinking 
water supplies. Id. at 3,245-47. 
 
The Forest Service chose to promulgate a national Roadless Rule rather than manage roadless areas through 
case-by-case decisionmaking in large part to avoid the cost and controversy of local land use management. Id. 



at 3,253. As the Roadless Rule explained, "roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in 
land management planning ... particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or otherwise 
develop inventoried roadless areas." Id. According to the Roadless Rule, "[t]hese disputes are costly in terms of 
both fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities of place and communities of interest," and 
they have produced a "large number of appeals and lawsuits." Id. The Forest Service therefore determined, 
"[b]ased on these factors ... that the best means to reduce this conflict is through a national level rule." Id.  
 
Some states, industry groups, and prior federal administrations have repeatedly attempted to undo the 
Roadless Rule since it was adopted. Several of the undersigned States and other stakeholders have resisted 
these efforts, including through successful litigation opposing attempts to repeal the Roadless Rule. See, e.g., 
California ex rel. Lockyer v. U.S. Dep't of Agric., 575 F.3d 999 (9th Cir. 2009) (affirming district court order 
enjoining attempted repeal of the national Roadless Rule and reinstating the Rule). The Tongass in particular 
has proven to be a bellwether in this larger national fight, as opponents to roadless protection have repeatedly 
sought to exempt the Tongass from protection under the national Roadless Rule. Thus, in 2003, the George W. 
Bush administration adopted a rule carving the Tongass out of the Roadless Rule. A coalition of tribal and 
environmental groups successfully challenged this exemption in the District of Alaska, and an en banc panel of 
the Ninth Circuit affirmed the district court's decision vacating the exemption rule in 2015. See Organized Vill. 
of Kake, 795 F.3d 956. The undersigned States have a continued interest in blocking attempts to carve out 
Roadless Rule exemptions, which threaten to erode the Roadless Rule's national reach and undermine efforts 
by several of the undersigned States to protect National Forest roadless areas within their borders and 
nationwide. 
 
II. The Proposed Rule 
 
In the Proposed Rule, the Service again proposes to exempt the Tongass from Roadless Rule protection. See 
84 Fed. Reg. 55,522. If adopted, the Proposed Rule would allow new road construction and logging on 9.2 
million acres of formerly-protected roadless areas. See id. at 55,526. The Service asserts this sweeping policy 
change is justified because "[t]here is not consensus over how to manage the Forest" and management 
"through the local planning processes" is therefore preferable to maintaining its protected status under the 
national Roadless Rule. Id. at 55,524. (The Proposed Rule also discusses and rejects several other 
management alternatives, each of which would substantially reduce protections for the Tongass's roadless 
areas. See id. at 55,526.) 
 
Despite the radical management change the Service proposes, it nevertheless claims in the Draft EIS 
accompanying the Proposed Rule that removing roadless protection from 9.2 million acres of National Forest 
land will have no meaningful environmental impact because, 
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according to the Service, the amount of logging in the Forest will not increase, but will instead remain at the 
level the Service calculated in its 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan. See, e.g., 84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft 
EIS at 1-7, 3-92. The Proposed Rule provides no justification for this prediction. As a result, the Draft EIS does 
not discuss the potential impacts of new logging and roadbuilding that would be allowed if the Tongass 
exemption is adopted. 
 
STATUTORY BACKGROUND 
 
1. National Environmental Policy Act 
 
NEPA "is our basic national charter for protection of the environment." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1500.1(a). Congress 
enacted NEPA in 1969 "to create and maintain conditions under which man and nature can exist in productive 
harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and other requirements of present and future generations of 
Americans." 42 U.S.C. [sect] 4331(a). NEPA has two fundamental purposes: (1) to guarantee that agencies 
take a "hard look" at the consequences of their actions before the actions occur by ensuring that "the agency, 
in reaching its decision, will have available, and will carefully consider, detailed information concerning 
significant environmental impacts;" and (2) to ensure that "the relevant information will be made available to the 



larger audience that may also play a role in both the decisionmaking process and the implementation of that 
decision." Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 349-50 (1989). 
 
To achieve these purposes, NEPA requires the preparation of a detailed environmental impact statement for 
any "major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment." 42 U.S.C. [sect] 
4332(2)(C). NEPA's implementing regulations broadly define such actions to include "new or revised agency 
rules, regulations, plans, policies, or procedures." 40 C.F.R. [sect] 1508.18(a). In preparing environmental 
impact statements, federal agencies must consider all of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of their 
proposed actions. Din[eacute] Citizens Against Ruining Our Env't v. Bernhardt, 923 F.3d 831, 851 (10th Cir. 
2019); 40 C.F.R. [sect][sect] 1508.7, 1508.8(a)-(b). 
 
1. Administrative Procedure Act 
 
Under the Administrative Procedure Act, courts will set aside an agency action that is "arbitrary, capricious, an 
abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law." 5 U.S.C. [sect] 706(2)(A). An agency action is 
arbitrary and capricious where the agency: (i) "has relied on factors which Congress has not intended it to 
consider"; (ii) "entirely failed to consider an important aspect of the problem"; (iii) "offered an explanation for its 
decision that runs counter to the evidence before the agency"; or (iv) offered an explanation "so implausible 
that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise." Motor Vehicle Mfrs. 
Ass'n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983). When promulgating a rule, "the agency must 
examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 'rational connection 
between the facts found and the choice made.'" Id. (quoting Burlington Truck Lines v. United States, 371 U.S. 
156, 168 (1962)). 
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These core principles apply to an agency's decision to change existing policy. FCC v. Fox Television Stations, 
Inc., 556 U.S. 502, 513-15 (2009). While an agency need not show that a new rule is "better" than the rule it 
replaced, it still must demonstrate that the rule "is permissible under the statute, that there are good reasons for 
it, and that the agency believes it to be better, which the conscious change of course adequately indicates." Id. 
at 515 (emphasis omitted). Further, an agency must "provide a more detailed justification than what would 
suffice for a new policy created on a blank slate" when "its new policy rests upon factual findings that contradict 
those which underlay its prior policy." Id. An "[u]nexplained inconsistency" between a new rule and its prior 
version is "a reason for holding an [agency's] interpretation to be an arbitrary and capricious change." Nat'l 
Cable & Telecomms. Ass'n v. Brand X Internet Servs., 545 U.S. 967, 981 (2005); see also Organized Vill. of 
Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 (holding Forest Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its decision to exempt 
the Tongass National Forest from the Roadless Rule, where the exemption was based on "a direct, and entirely 
unexplained, contradiction" of the 2001 Roadless Rule's findings). 
 
III. The Endangered Species Act 
 
The Endangered Species Act requires that every federal agency "insure that any action authorized, funded, or 
carried out by such agency ... is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered species or 
threatened species" listed pursuant to the Act. 16 U.S.C. [sect] 1536(a)(2). To that end, agencies must consult 
with NMFS or FWS[mdash]depending on the species[mdash]to determine whether their actions will harm listed 
species. See id.; Karuk Tribe of Cal. v. U.S. Forest Serv., 681 F.3d 1006, 1020 (9th Cir. 2012). "The purpose of 
consultation is to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action is likely to 
jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 
 
reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action's unfavorable impacts." Karuk Tribe of California, 
681 F.3d at 1020. 
 
COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED RULE The Proposed Rule and Draft EIS violate NEPA and the APA by: 
 
1. failing to provide a rational explanation for changing the Service's roadless policy in the Tongass; 



2. failing to justify the Service's claim that the Proposed Rule will not lead to new logging in the Tongass, with 
accompanying environmental impacts; 
3. unlawfully discounting the Proposed Rule's potential climate impacts; 
4. failing to rationally analyze potential impacts to migratory birds; and 
5. unlawfully postponing the environmental analysis of certain key impacts. 
 
The Service has also unlawfully failed to reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and FWS regarding the 
Proposed Rule's potential impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific 
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humpback whales and short-tailed albatross. The Service therefore cannot lawfully adopt the Proposed Rule 
without providing additional required justification and environmental analysis and engaging in required ESA 
consultation. The Service's other management alternatives, which suffer from the same legal flaws, are also 
unlawful. The Service must therefore remedy these legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
 
I. The Proposed Rule Fails to Provide a Rational Explanation for Changing the Service's Roadless Policy in the 
Tongass 
 
The Proposed Rule is unlawful because it fails to provide a rational explanation for the Service's decision to 
exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and thus radically change its policy concerning the Tongass's 9.2 
million acres of roadless areas. The Proposed Rule thus falls short of APA requirements. 
 
In this respect, the Proposed Rule repeats the legal error the Forest Service committed the last time it 
attempted to exempt the Tongass from Roadless Rule protection. As the Ninth Circuit explained in the 
Organized Village of Kake decision, the Forest Service considered and rejected a proposed Tongass 
exemption in 2001, when the Roadless Rule was first adopted. At that time, the Forest Service determined that 
"wholly exempting the Tongass from the Roadless Rule ... would risk the loss of important roadless area 
values, and that roadless values would be lost or diminished even by a limited exemption." Organized Vill. of 
Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 (quotations omitted). Yet in 2003, when the Forest Service reversed course and 
promulgated a rule exempting the Tongass, it found exactly the opposite, concluding that "the Roadless Rule 
was unnecessary to maintain the roadless values ... , and that the roadless values in the Tongass are 
sufficiently protected under the Tongass Forest Plan." Id. (quotation omitted). The Ninth Circuit thus held that 
the 2003 rule's conclusions in this regard, which were "a direct, and entirely unexplained, contradiction" of the 
2001 Roadless Rule's findings, were inadequate to support the Service's changed policy concerning 
management of the Tongass. Id. at 968. 
 
The 2019 Proposed Rule once again relies on "findings that contradict those which underlay" the 2001 
Roadless Rule. Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 967 (quoting FCC v. Fox, 556 U.S. at 515). The Service 
stated in adopting the Roadless Rule that a national rule was preferable to case-by-case decisionmaking at the 
local level because a national policy would avoid the cost and controversy that local land use decisions 
produce. 66 Fed. Reg. at 3,253. As the Roadless Rule explained, "roadless area management has been a 
major point of conflict in land management planning ... particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build 
roads, or otherwise develop inventoried roadless areas." Id. According to the Forest Service, "[t]hese disputes 
are costly in terms of both fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities of place and 
communities of interest," and they have produced a "large number of appeals and lawsuits" Id. The Forest 
Service therefore determined, "[b]ased on these factors ... that the best means to reduce this conflict is through 
a national level rule." Id.  
 
The Proposed Rule, however, reaches the exact opposite conclusion, finding that because "[t]here is not 
consensus over how to manage the Forest," "the circumstances of the Tongass National Forest appear to be 
best managed through the local planning processes," rather than through the national Roadless Rule. 84 Fed. 
Reg. at 55,524. The Forest Service, however, fails 
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to explain why its finding in 2001 that such case-by-case decisionmaking will produce lengthy, costly, and 
undesirable disputes is no longer valid. The Service's explanation for the Proposed Rule thus fails to pass APA 
muster. See id. (an agency must "provide a more detailed justification than what would suffice for a new policy 
created on a blank slate" when "its new policy rests upon factual findings that contradict those which underlay 
its prior policy."). 
 
The Service's appeal to the controversy over roadless area management and the need for local 
decisionmaking is further inadequate on its face. State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 ("the agency must examine the 
relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a rational connection between the 
facts found and the choice made.") (quotation omitted). The fact that roadless protection is controversial does 
not justify abandoning it, especially in light of the Tongass's important environmental values, which the Service 
cited in adopting the Roadless Rule. See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968. And rather than leave the 
question of roadless area management to local agency planners, the Proposed Rule decides that question for 
the foreseeable future by putting a heavy weight on the scales in favor of new development. See  84 Fed. Reg. 
at 55,526 (Proposed Rule would remove roadless protection from 9.2 million acres). 
 
The Forest Service's other reasons for adopting the Proposed Rule also fail. The Proposed Rule states that its 
"overarching goal ... is to reach a long-term, durable approach to roadless area management" in the Tongass. 
Id. at 55,524. But that is not what the proposed rule does at all. Rather than settle the controversy around the 
Tongass's roadless areas, the Proposed Rule reopens an issue that was closed after the Ninth Circuit's 
Organized Village of Kake decision. The Proposed Rule, if adopted, will inevitably generate a raft of litigation 
and appeals, which may not be resolved for years. See, e.g., Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956. Further, as 
discussed, the Tongass exemption would radically change management direction in the National Forest by 
allowing new roadbuilding and development projects in the Tongass's roadless areas. Each of these projects 
would be subject to lengthy disputes by local stakeholders, including litigation. The Roadless Rule, which the 
Tongass exemption would abandon, was designed to avoid precisely that sort of contentious and piecemeal 
decisionmaking. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3,253. The Forest Service cannot rely on a desire to settle the 
controversy over the Tongass's roadless areas when it itself proposes to poke the bear. 
 
The Proposed Rule also asserts that removing Roadless Rule protection "would allow local managers greater 
flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas," thus potentially improving the Service's "ability 
to offer economic timber sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural 
economies." 84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524. This statement contradicts the Service's own representation that timber 
harvest levels in the Tongass would not increase if the Proposed Rule is adopted. See, e.g., Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-
92; see State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has "offered an explanation ... 
[that] is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise"). 
It is hard to understand how Tongass timber sales can "better meet the needs of the timber industry and 
contribute to rural economies" if the Service is not also expecting to sell more timber, and the Service makes 
no attempt to resolve this apparent contradiction. 84 
 
 
 
December 16, 2019  
 Page 9 
 
Fed. Reg. at 55,524. The Service may not justify the Proposed Rule on the basis of new development that it 
itself asserts will not occur. 
 
The Proposed Rule further states that the Forest Service "has given substantial weight" to the State of Alaska's 
preference for using Tongass forest lands "to emphasize rural economic development opportunities." 84 Fed. 
Reg. at 55,523. While promoting rural development is no doubt important, the Service makes no meaningful 
attempt to evaluate whether the Tongass exemption would indeed contribute to rural economies. State Farm, 
463 U.S. at 43 ("the agency must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its 
action including a rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.") (quotation omitted). This 
lack of analysis starkly contrasts with the Roadless Rule, which examined in detail the economic impacts of 
curbing new timber development in the Tongass's roadless areas. See 66 Fed. Reg. at 3,266-67. 



 
Indeed, what evidence there is in the record contradicts the Service's purported prioritization of rural economic 
development opportunities. As discussed, the Draft EIS states that the Tongass exemption will not increase 
logging sales in the Tongass. See Draft EIS at 1-7. Thus, the record suggests that any boost to the timber 
industry due to the Tongass exemption would have a negligible effect on Southeast Alaska's economy as a 
whole. The Draft EIS further indicates that weakening roadless area protections would not increase 
opportunities for mineral exploration or development, either. Draft EIS at ES-13. Accordingly, a preference for 
rural economic development does not provide a rational basis for the Proposed Rule. State Farm, 463 U.S. at 
43. 
 
To be clear, the Service fails to justify any reduction in Roadless Rule protection, and it cannot avoid this legal 
deficiency merely by choosing a less extreme management alternative. The Service must therefore provide a 
rational justification for weakening roadless protection for the Tongass or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
 
II. The Forest Service Fails to Provide any Support for its Claim that the Proposed Rule Will Not Increase 
Logging in the Tongass 
 
The Proposed Rule and the Draft EIS further fail to justify the Forest Service's claim that logging levels will not 
increase if the Tongass exemption[mdash]or any of the other management alternatives discussed in the Draft 
EIS[mdash]is adopted. See Native Vill. of Point Hope v. Jewell, 740 F.3d 489, 499 (9th Cir. 2014) (agency 
violated NEPA where its claim that a leasing program would produce only one billion barrels of oil was not 
supported by the record). This claim is the key finding supporting the majority of the Draft EIS's environmental 
analysis, including its conclusions that the rule, or any of the other proposed management alternatives, will not 
cause meaningful impacts to (1) humpback whales and other marine mammals, Draft EIS at 3-92; (2) terrestrial 
mammals, including American marten, wolves, and brown bears, Draft EIS at 3-97 through 3-99; (3) migratory 
birds, Draft EIS at 3-101; (4) fish, including several endangered species of salmon and endangered green 
sturgeon, Draft EIS at 3-116 through 3-117; and (5) climate change and greenhouse gas emissions, Draft EIS 
at 3-126. See Native Vill. of Point Hope, 740 F.3d at 504 (agency's estimate of amount of oil likely to be 
produced by leasing program "informed an assessment of seismic effects, habitat effects, oil production, and ... 
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global warming"). The Draft EIS's finding that increased roadbuilding in roadless areas will be minimal relies on 
the same claim, "because roads on the Tongass are largely developed in support of timber harvesting." Draft 
EIS at 3-144. 
 
The Forest Service, however, provides no analysis to support its claim that logging will not increase if the 
Tongass loses Roadless Rule protection. In this regard, the Draft EIS cites the Projected Timber Sale Quantity 
("PTSQ") established by the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan, under which the Forest Service predicted that 
the Tongass would sell an average of 46 million board feet of timber per year. Draft EIS at 1-10. The PTSQ 
calculated in the 2016 Forest Plan assumed, of course, that logging would not occur on the 9.2 million acres of 
the Tongass that were protected by the Roadless Rule. See Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan, 
Final Environmental Impact Statement ES-7 (June 2016) ("Forest Plan EIS"). The Proposed Rule asserts, 
without elaboration, that it "does not change the projected timber sale quantity or timber demand projections 
set out in the Tongass Forest Plan." 84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525. In the Draft EIS, the Service likewise represents 
that it "considered the current market situation and determined that no change to the PTSQ are [sic] needed at 
this time for purposes of this rulemaking." Draft EIS at 1-10. Neither the Proposed Rule nor the Draft EIS 
provides any economic data or further analysis to support this conclusion. 84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS at 
1-10. 
 
To the contrary, the record[mdash]including the Forest Service's own statements[mdash]suggests that 
removing roadless protection from some or all of the Tongass will create new sources of timber and will 
therefore increase demand for logging the Tongass's trees. For example, in the Proposed Rule, the Forest 
Service asserts that "improved flexibility" in offering timber sales without roadless restrictions could "improve 
the Forest Service's ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and 
contribute to rural economies." 84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524; accord Draft EIS at 1-11. It is highly unlikely that the 



Forest Service will not sell more timber if it is able to offer more economic timber sales. See State Farm, 463 
U.S. at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has "offered an explanation ... [that] is so implausible that it 
could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise"). Indeed, a recent Forest 
Service analysis of logging in the Tongass found that, under status quo management, "there has been a lack of 
economic timber volume available for the Forest Service to offer across the Tongass National Forest." Draft 
EIS at 3-32. The Proposed Rule will likely address that issue by opening more timber to logging. Draft EIS at 1-
11. The Service's finding that it will not sell more timber is therefore "counter to the evidence before the 
agency" and unlawful. Cachil Dehe Band of Wintun Indians of Colusa Indian Cmty. v. Zinke, 889 F.3d 584, 602 
(9th Cir. 2018) (agency cannot offer "an explanation for its decision that runs counter to the evidence before the 
agency") (quotation omitted). 
 
Importantly, the PTSQ set by the 2016 Forest Plan does not put a ceiling on timber sales[mdash]it is only an 
estimate of how much timber the Tongass expects to sell. Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan, 
Record of Decision 31 (Dec. 2016) (PTSQ "is also not a ceiling[mdash]it is an estimate. It is the annualized 
average amount of timber expected to be sold over a ten-year period ...."). The so-called "Sustained Yield 
Limit," also set by the 2016 Forest Plan, does cap total logging, Forest Plan EIS at 2-9, but that limit is set at 
248 million board feet, id. at 3-348, 
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many times the amount the Forest Service predicted would be sold before the Service proposed to remove 
roadless protection from the Tongass. The Sustained Yield Limit therefore does not place a meaningful limit on 
new logging in the Tongass, either. 
 
The 2016 Forest Plan's suitable timber designations also do not meaningfully restrain additional logging. 
Although "timber harvest for the purposes of timber production" is apparently not allowed on lands the Service 
has designated "not suited for timber production," 36 C.F.R. [sect] 219.11(d)(1), the Draft EIS itself 
acknowledges that the Proposed Rule will increase the total area of such suitable timber lands by 185,000 
acres, Draft EIS at 3-48 through 3-49[mdash]an area over four times the size of the District of Columbia. The 
other action alternatives likewise substantially increase the available timber base. See Draft EIS at 3-46. The 
Service is further required to revisit its suitable timber designations "at least once every 10 years." 36 C.F.R. 
[sect] 219.11(a)(2). As a result, the Forest Plan's designations will be up for revision by 2026 at the latest, at 
which time the Service may deem that logging should be allowed on more of the 9.2 million acres that would be 
opened for new development under the Proposed Rule. See also Forest Plan EIS at 3-328 (noting that 5.5 
million acres of the Tongass "is classified as productive forest land; these lands are considered biologically 
capable of producing industrial wood products"). 
 
The Forest Service must therefore substantiate its claim that logging will not increase on the Tongass if the 
Proposed Rule or any of the Service's other management alternatives is adopted, including by divulging the 
analysis on which it is basing that conclusion. See Native Vill. of Point Hope, 740 F.3d at 499-505; Nat. Res. 
Def. Council v. U.S. Forest Serv., 421 F.3d 797, 812 (9th Cir. 2005) (holding EIS violated NEPA where its 
calculations of the employment effects of an agency proposal were based on a "mistaken interpretation" of an 
economic study); see Ecology Ctr. v. Castaneda, 574 F.3d 652, 667 (9th Cir. 2009) ("NEPA requires that the 
Forest Service disclose the hard data supporting its expert opinions to facilitate the public's ability to challenge 
agency action."). If the Service cannot rationally justify this claim, it must analyze and disclose the expected 
impacts of logging, including on fish, wildlife, water resources, and climate, as required by NEPA. See 42 
U.S.C. [sect] 4332(2)(C). 
 
III. The Draft EIS Inadequately Analyzes and Unlawfully Discounts the Proposed Rule's Potential Climate 
Impacts 
 
The Draft EIS further unlawfully discounts the Proposed Rule's potential climate impacts, including by 
discarding sub silentio the Service's earlier conclusions that logging in the Tongass can cause significant 
greenhouse gas emissions. As discussed, the Tongass National Forest is a critical sink for greenhouse gas 
emissions. The Draft EIS explains: 
 



The Tongass stores more forest carbon than any other national forest in the United States ... , due to its very 
large size and high density carbon. As such, an important ecosystem service sustained by this forest is carbon 
uptake and storage (i.e., the removal of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storage of it in live or dead 
biomass as well as organic soil matter). This makes the Tongass, along with forests worldwide, an important 
component in the global carbon cycle. 
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Draft EIS at 3-123. 
 
Despite the Tongass's importance for the global climate, the Draft EIS concludes that the Proposed Rule, as 
well as any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS, would cause a "negligible" increase in 
greenhouse gas emissions because, according to the Service, the amount of logging will not change. Draft EIS 
at 3-126. As discussed above, however, the Draft EIS provides no justification for the Service's conclusion that 
logging levels will not increase if the Tongass exemption is adopted. The Service's analysis of the potential 
greenhouse gas emissions of reducing Tongass roadless area protection is therefore unsupported and legally 
deficient. 
 
The Draft EIS further attempts to discount the climate impacts of logging in the Tongass by claiming that 
logging causes little or no net greenhouse gas emissions. In this regard, the Draft EIS asserts that "[i]n some 
cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in lower net contributions of [greenhouse gases] 
to the atmosphere than if the forest was not managed, when accounting for carbon stored in wood products, 
substitution effects, and forest regrowth." Draft EIS at 3-125. For example, "management activities" can "result 
in long-term maintenance or increases in forest carbon uptake and storage by improving forest health and 
resilience to various types of stressors." Draft EIS at 3-123. According to the Draft EIS, "[c]arbon can also be 
transferred and stored outside of the forest system in the form of wood products, further influencing the amount 
of carbon entering the atmosphere." Draft EIS at 3-123. 
 
These findings are inconsistent with findings the Service made just three years ago when it adopted the 2016 
Tongass National Forest Plan. As the Service explained in the Final EIS for that Plan, a scientific study found 
that "even when timber is used for permanent construction purposes, 35 to 45 percent of the wood's biomass is 
lost to sawdust or scraps created during processing." Forest Plan EIS at 3-16; accord id. at 3-20. As a result, 
"the final amount of carbon ultimately stored in permanent construction is much less than what was originally 
harvested." Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon 1990, attached as Exhibit 1); accord id. at 3-20. Further, the 
carbon in wood products produced from logging "will transition back into the atmosphere over time as they 
degrade or are disposed of." Forest Plan EIS at 3-20. Thus, "because harvest levels" in Alaska "peaked in the 
1970s, and much of the resulting wood products may now be in landfills, wood products from the Alaska 
Region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon." Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing Barrett 2014, attached 
as Exhibit 2). In addition, some wood products resulting from logging in the Tongass "could be burned as part 
of biomass energy production, which would rapidly release the stored carbon into the atmosphere." Forest Plan 
EIS at 3-20 (citing Holtsmark 2012, attached as Exhibit 3; DellaSala and Koopman 2015, attached as Exhibit 
4). 
 
The Final EIS for the 2016 Forest Plan also states that "timber harvesting and active forest management can 
affect"[mdash]negatively[mdash] "a forest's ability to store and ultimately sequester carbon." Forest Plan EIS at 
3-16. Scientific research, for example, "suggested that a logged forest would emit substantial amounts of 
carbon for at least the first 15 years following harvest, and that a young regenerating forest would remain a net 
carbon emitter for up to 50 years." Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing DellaSala 2016, attached as Exhibit 5). 
Another study "suggested 
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that it can take more than 200 years following a timber harvest for forests to reach ... the point where carbon 
released from the initial harvest as well as ongoing decay of organic materials equals the amount of carbon that 
is absorbed into the system." Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Janisch and Harmon 2002, attached as Exhibit 6); 
accord id. at 3-20. Other studies of forestry in Southeast Alaskan ecosystems "indicate that the Tongass 
National Forest would generate a net release of carbon to the atmosphere if active harvest of old growth is 
pursued ...." Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon et al. 1990; Leighty et al. 2006, attached as Exhibit 7); 
accord Law et al., Land use strategies to mitigate climate change in carbon dense temperate forests, 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences (Jan. 2018) (attached as Exhibit 8) (finding that forest 
management in Oregon, including logging, emitted the equivalent of over 34 million tons of carbon dioxide 
between 2011 and 2015); Buotte et al. (attached as Exhibit 9) (concluding that preserving certain temperate 
forests in the western United States could sequester the equivalent of about six years of fossil fuel emissions 
from the same region). 
 
Based on these and other studies, the Forest Service concluded when it adopted the 2016 Tongass Forest 
Plan "that the past harvests and management of the Forest has likely resulted in a net release of carbon to the 
atmosphere due in part to the practice of harvesting of old-growth timber on the Forest." Forest Plan EIS at 3-
16. Likewise, future logging contemplated under the 2016 Forest Plan "would result in a net release of carbon 
to the atmosphere." Forest Plan EIS at 3-21. 
 
The Draft EIS for the Proposed Rule does not analyze or address these findings in the 2016 Forest Plan EIS, 
which contradict the Forest Service's present conclusion that logging in the Tongass can reduce, rather than 
increase, carbon emissions. The Draft EIS thus fails to explain the Service's change in position regarding the 
carbon impacts of logging, as required by governing law. California by & through Becerra v. U.S. Dep't of the 
Interior, 381 F. Supp. 3d 1153, 1166 n.8 (N.D. Cal. 2019) ("[T]he Supreme Court requires a detailed or 
reasoned explanation when the current findings in support of a policy change contradict earlier 
 
findings ...."). 
 
The Draft EIS further attempts to discount carbon emissions from logging in the Tongass by asserting that any 
such emissions will be small on a global scale. Draft EIS at 3-126. This assertion also contradicts the 2016 
Forest Plan EIS, in which the Service found that the Tongass National Forest by itself is "a critical component 
in the global carbon cycle." Forest Plan EIS at 3-13; see also Forest Plan EIS at 3-19 ("The Tongass National 
Forest plays an important role in [the] amount of carbon that is stored globally as well as the global climatic 
condition ...."). The Forest Service thus concluded in the Forest Plan EIS that "land management and other 
actions taken on the Tongass National Forest can affect climate change at a local, regional, and global scale." 
Forest Plan EIS at 3-19. The Draft EIS does not explain why it departed from these previous findings, either. 
California by & through Becerra, 381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8. 
 
The Draft EIS's assertion that logging under the Proposed Rule "would have a small contribution to 
[greenhouse gas] emissions and therefore would have a negligible effect on ... climate change," Draft EIS at 3-
126, is further inconsistent with the Council on Environmental Quality's ("CEQ") 2016 guidance on how 
agencies should evaluate greenhouse gas emissions 
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under NEPA. As CEQ explained in that guidance document, "a statement that emissions from a proposed 
Federal action represent only a small fraction of global emissions is essentially a statement about the nature of 
the climate change challenge" and is therefore not "an appropriate method for characterizing the potential 
impacts associated with a proposed action and its alternatives." CEQ, Final Guidance for Federal Departments 
and Agencies on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in NEPA 
Reviews 11 (Aug. 1, 2016).1 Although the Trump Administration withdrew this CEQ guidance in 2017, see 
CEQ, Withdrawal of Final Guidance, 82 Fed. Reg. 16,576 (Apr. 5, 2017), CEQ's 2016 findings still hold true 
today, and demonstrate why the Draft EIS's dismissive climate analysis is inadequate under NEPA. 
 
In sum, the Service must explain why it believes its 2016 conclusions regarding the climate impacts of logging 
in the Tongass are no longer valid. California by & through Becerra, 381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8. The Service 



must also revise its climate analysis to provide "a reasonable, good faith, and objective presentation" of the 
Proposed Rule's climate impacts, including by accounting for the Service's 2016 findings cited above, which 
contradict the Draft EIS's findings. Nat. Res. Def. Council, 421 F.3d at 811 (such revision may be necessary 
"[w]here the information in the initial EIS was so incomplete or misleading that the decisionmaker and the 
public could not make an informed comparison of the alternatives"); Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Nat'l Highway 
Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 1225 (9th Cir. 2008) (holding environmental assessment was unlawful 
where agency's conclusion that rule's climate impacts would not be significant lacked adequate record 
support). 
 
IV. The Draft EIS Fails to Rationally Assess Impacts to Migratory Birds 
 
The Draft EIS also ignores or unlawfully discounts potential impacts to migratory birds. As discussed, the Draft 
EIS arbitrarily dismisses impacts to migratory birds as negligible or, at worst, minor, on the ground that logging 
will not increase in the Tongass if roadless area protections are weakened or eliminated. Draft EIS at 3-101. 
The Service must either provide a rational justification for this finding or analyze and disclose the potential 
impacts new logging will have on migratory birds. 
 
The Draft EIS in particular largely ignores potential impacts to shorebirds and waterfowl. The Draft EIS focuses 
on impacts to birds that occupy old growth forests in the Tongass, Draft EIS at 3-86, but the Draft EIS also 
acknowledges that new roadbuilding in the Tongass, including new roadbuilding associated with logging, could 
increase the amount of sediment delivered to streams. Draft EIS 3-112 ("Roads have been found to contribute 
more sediment to streams than any other land management activity ...."). Such sediment can impact wetlands 
associated with streams and nearshore marine habitats, including habitat used by many 
 
1 Available at https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/ceq-regulations-and-guidance/ nepa_final_ghg_guidance.pdf. 
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shorebirds and waterfowl. Draft EIS at 3-117 ("Sediment runoff to streams from land-based activities could 
have some effects to nearshore marine habitat ...."). Logging may also affect wetlands directly, as the Draft EIS 
acknowledges. Draft EIS at 3-113. However, the Draft EIS fails to analyze or disclose potential impacts to 
waterfowl and shorebirds that use wetlands and other nearshore or riparian areas that may be impacted by 
logging and roadbuilding. The Forest Service must correct this error and fully disclose these impacts in the 
Final EIS. 
 
V. The Draft EIS Unlawfully Postpones Analysis of Key Impacts 
 
The Draft EIS further unlawfully defers analysis of certain environmental impacts until the Service receives 
specific development proposals. "NEPA is not designed to postpone analysis of an environmental 
consequence to the last possible moment." Kern v. U.S. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 284 F.3d 1062, 1072 (9th Cir. 
2002). Instead, the agency must analyze the environmental consequences of a broadly applicable rule or policy 
when such impacts are "readily apparent at the time the EIS was prepared." Id. at 1073. 
 
The Draft EIS improperly defers analysis of environmental impacts that are foreseeable now, before any 
specific projects have been proposed pursuant to the Proposed Rule's lax management framework. For 
example, the Draft EIS declines to consider impacts to nearshore marine habitats due to roadbuilding, logging, 
and associated activities, on the ground that "[s]ite-specific nearshore marine habitat-disturbing actions, or any 
other ground-disturbing action, are not ... directly authorized under the" Proposed Rule. Draft EIS at 3-117. The 
Draft EIS likewise dismisses potential impacts to water quantity and quality because "[i]mpacts to water 
quantity or quality would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and would be 
addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses." Draft EIS at 1-8; see also id. at 1-8 through 1-9 
(dismissing on the same ground impacts to soil characteristics, "general wildlife habitat," "general aquatic 
species," "essential fish habitat," and wetlands). 
 
Although it is true that the Forest Service cannot, at this stage, describe site-specific impacts of logging and 
roadbuilding with particularity, it can examine the general extent of such impacts caused by removing or 



weakening Roadless Rule protection. Thus, for example, the Service may not be able to determine at this time 
whether logging will impact a specific nearshore wetland, but it nevertheless has adequate information to 
determine how many additional wetlands are likely to be degraded if the Proposed Rule is adopted. Similarly, 
although the Service cannot predict at this time which rivers or streams will be affected by sedimentation 
associated with new roadbuilding, the Service can estimate the extent to which stream water quality throughout 
the Forest will be affected, based on the well-established fact that roadbuilding causes significant sediment 
pollution. Draft EIS at 3-112 ("Roads have been found to contribute more sediment to streams than any other 
land management activity ...."). The Service therefore may not lawfully defer analyzing these impacts, which 
are a "readily apparent" consequence of the Proposed Rule. Kern, 284 F.3d at 1072-73; Ctr. for Biological 
Diversity v. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 422 F. Supp. 2d 1115, 1165 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (agency unlawfully "deferred 
any consideration of the environmental impact" of a management plan on endemic invertebrates). 
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VI. The Forest Service Must Reinitiate Endangered Species Act Consultation Before Adopting the Proposed 
Rule 
 
The Forest Service must also reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and FWS before finalizing the Proposed 
Rule. As discussed, consultation is required before a federal agency may take any action that may affect ESA-
listed species. See California ex rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA 
consultation before promulgating new rule replacing Roadless Rule). 
 
The Draft EIS acknowledges that logging and associated industrial activity could impact federally-listed 
species, including humpback whales and short-tailed albatross. Draft EIS at 3-91 through 3-92. As to 
humpback whales, the Draft EIS explains that the whales "could be exposed to disturbance and noise 
associated with [log transfer facility] activity, young-growth timber harvest in the beach fringe, ... potential 
collisions with vessels, and fuel or oil spills associated with vessel traffic." Draft EIS at 3-92. Short-tailed 
albatross, in turn, "could be affected by reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore 
environment, including [log transfer facility] use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the 
beach fringe." Draft EIS at 3-92. 
 
However, the Draft EIS finds that impacts to these species associated with the Proposed Rule and other 
management alternatives "would be essentially unchanged" from the status quo "because predicted harvest 
volumes would be the same under each alternative and the potential for other developments would be similar." 
Draft EIS at 3-92 (discussing humpback whale impacts); see id. (impacts to short-tailed albatross "are expected 
to remain comparable to that anticipated under the current Forest Plan"). Thus, the Forest Service concludes 
that it can continue to rely on a biological assessment prepared for the 2016 Forest Plan and that additional 
ESA consultation regarding listed species is not required. See Draft EIS at 3-92. 
 
The Service is wrong that it may forgo additional consultation. As discussed, the Service's prediction that 
logging will not increase if roadless areas are opened to new development is unsubstantiated. Thus, impacts to 
humpback whales and short-tailed albatross could increase, contrary to the Forest Service's dubious 
prediction. Under these uncertain circumstances, consultation with the expert wildlife agencies will be critical in 
reaching an informed conclusion about whether the Proposed Rule could impact these listed species in a 
manner that violates the ESA. Karuk Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020 ("The purpose of consultation is to 
obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action is likely to jeopardize a listed 
species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify reasonable and prudent alternatives that will 
avoid the action's unfavorable impacts."). ESA consultation for these species is therefore required before the 
Service may proceed with adopting the Proposed Rule or any other management alternative discussed in the 
Draft EIS. California ex rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA 
consultation before promulgating new rule replacing Roadless Rule); see also 50 C.F.R. [sect] 402.16 
("Reinitiation of consultation is required ... [i]f new information reveals effects of the action that may affect listed 
species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously considered[.]"). 
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CONCLUSION 
 
For the reasons stated, the Proposed Rule fails to comply with NEPA, APA, and ESA requirements, and cannot 
be adopted in its current form. The other management alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS are likewise 
unlawful for the same reasons. The undersigned States therefore urge the Forest Service to correct these 
fundamental legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
 
 
 
[Exhibit 1 Attachment contains journal article titled "Effects on Carbon Storage of Conversion of Old-Growth 
Forests to Young Forests] 
 
[Exhibit 2 Attachment contains USDA report titled "Storage and Flux of Carbon in Live Trees, Snags, and Logs 
in the Chugach and Tongass National Forests"] 
 
[Exhibit 3 Attachment contains journal article titled "The outcome is in the assumptions: analyzing the effects on 
atmospheric CO2 levels of increased use of bioenergy from forest biomass"] 
 
[Exhibit 4 Attachment contains report titled "Thinning Combined With Biomass Energy Production May 
Increase, Rather Than Reduce, Greenhouse Gas Emission"] 
 
[Exhibit 5 Attachment contains report titled "The Tongass Rainforest As Alaska's First Line of Climate Change 
Defense and Importance to the Paris Climate Change Agreements] 
 
[Exhibit 6 Attachment contains journal article titled "Successional changes in live and dead wood carbon stores: 
implicationsfor net ecosystem productivity"] 
 
[Exhibit 7 Attachment contains journal titled "Effects of Management on Carbon Sequestration in Forest 
Biomass in Southeast Alaska"] 
 
[Exhibit 8 Attachment contains journal titled "Land use strategies to mitigate climate change incarbon dense 
temperate forests"] 
 
[Exhibit 9 Attachment contains journal titled "Title: Carbon sequestration and biodiversity co-benefits of 
preserving forests in the western USA"] 
 
[Position] 
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THE TONGASS RAINFOREST AS ALASKA’S FIRST LINE OF CLIMATE 

CHANGE DEFENSE AND IMPORTANCE TO THE PARIS CLIMATE CHANGE 

AGREEMENTS 

 

Dominick A. DellaSala, Ph.D. 

Chief Scientist, Geos Institute (Dominick@geosinstitute.org) 

 

 
photo: J. Schoen 

Executive Summary: the Tongass is a global champion in sequestering (absorbing) 

atmospheric carbon and storing it long-term in its ancient trees, productive soils, and 

dense rainforest foliage. Because it is one of the world’s last relatively intact temperate 

rainforests, and it has a maritime climate, the Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate 

change defense and a climate refuge for its world-class salmon and wildlife populations. 

Logging of the Tongass rainforest produces greenhouse gas emissions that damages the 

region’s contribution to a safe climate. Recognizing the critical need to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions to keep global warming temperatures below a dangerous 2º C 

(~4º F) anticipated increase, a climate change agreement was reached in Paris by 195 

members of the Conference of Parties (COP 21 also known as the 2015 Paris Climate 

Conference), including the USA. Articles of the agreement called for forests to be 

managed as a global “sink” for carbon. Therefore, protecting carbon sinks and reducing 

forestry emissions are pivotal steps to ensure a safe climate for Alaskans and for future 

generations.  

Given the global importance of the Tongass as a carbon sink, we wanted to: (1) determine 

if the Tongass Draft Forest Plan Amendment (preferred alternative) was generally 

consistent with the Paris articles regarding managing forests as a carbon sink;  

(2) consistent with the Obama Administration’s policies on climate change; and (3) 

whether the timeline for the proposed transition out of old-growth logging was consistent 

with efforts to end global deforestation under global forest and climate change 

agreements (e.g., COP 2, NY Forest Declaration). Thus, we estimated CO2 emissions 

anticipated from logging old growth and young-growth forests as proposed by the Forest 

Service on the Tongass over the next 25 and 100 years and compared them to emissions 

under a conservation alternative designed to speed up the transition by relying mostly on 

soon-to-be-ready-for logging young growth as a replacement for old-growth logging.  

Key Findings (for 100 years):  

§ The agencies’ preferred alternative would log 43,167 acres of old growth (OG) 

and 261,850 acres of young growth (YG) resulting in the equivalent emissions of 

~4 million vehicles annually on Alaska roads for the next 100 years. These 
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estimates account for carbon stored in wood products and capture of carbon by 

forest regrowth. 

§ Logging emissions are ~175 times greater than the “reference point” for project 

emissions recommended by the White House’s Council of Environmental Quality 

(CEQ). Emissions would result in a “social cost of carbon”conservatively 

estimated at >$100 million annually in global warming damages by the end of the 

century. Losses are ~10 times the projected timber revenues on the Tongass. 

§ A conservation alternative proposed by conservation groups (but dismissed by the 

Forest Service) would rely predominately on 76,000 acres of low controversy YG 

to support the transition with much less OG (9,125 acres over 100 years) to 

support specialty products. This alternative yields the equivalent emissions of 

over ~400,000 vehicles annually for 100 years, 16 times above CEQ emissions 

reference, but a tenth of the emissions from Forest Service proposed logging.  

§ The Tongass preferred alternative is out-of-step with efforts by the global 

community to reduce emissions. The conservation alternative better complies with 

CEQ guidelines, the Paris climate agreement, and efforts to reduce climate 

damages from CO2 pollution. 

§ President Obama showed great interest in Alaska’s already extensive climate 

impacts during his September 2015 Alaska visit to showcase his climate change 

initiatives prior to the Paris conference. Continued OG logging on the Tongass 

would further jeopardize Alaska’s climate and is out of step with the President’s 

climate change agenda.  

 
NO OTHER NATIONAL FOREST STORES MORE CARBON THAN THE 

TONGASS (map shows concentration of Tongass forest-carbon stores) 
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THE TONGASS IS A NATIONAL CARBON SINK 
 
Photo: D. DellaSala 

“This is as good of a signpost as any when it comes to the impacts of climate change.” 
President Obama during his September 2015 tour to Alaska glaciers. 

 

Alaska’s First Line of Climate Defense–Alaska is at the front lines of climate change, 

experiencing higher temperature increases than any other region in the nation along with 

increasing floods, coastal erosion and displacement of native villages, interior wildfires, 

die off of certain conifers, thawing of permafrost, and glacial melting (among other 

changes anticipated over the coming century)
1
. If Alaska is on the front lines, then the 

Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate defense.  

At 16.8 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in southeast Alaska is the crown jewel 

of the national forest system. It is the nation’s largest national forest and one of the 

world’s last relatively intact temperate rainforests and thus it has global significance
2
. Its 

world-class salmon runs are the backbone of a thriving subsistence, commercial fishery, 

and recreation-based economy
3
. The Tongass is by far the nation’s champion in storing 

carbon long-term
4
 and, in doing so, represents a unique opportunity for the Obama 

Administration to lead by example regarding its global commitments to the Paris climate 

change agreements designed to keep global warming below the dangerous 2º C (~4º F) 

presumed tipping point. During COP 21, the parties recognized the importance of forests 

as global “sinks” for storing greenhouse gases and called for steps by the global 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. 2010. Alaska’s climate change strategy: addressing 

impacts in Alaska. http://www.climatechange.alaska.gov 
2
DellaSala, D.A. 2011. Temperate and boreal rainforests of the world: ecology and conservation. Island  

Press: Washington, D.C. 
3
Crane, L.K., and J.R. Mehrkens. 2013. Indigenous and commercial uses of the natural resources of the 

North Pacific Rainforest with a focus on Southeast Alaska and Haida Gwaii. Pp. 89-126. In G.H. Orians & 

J.W. Schoen (eds.). North Pacific Temperate Rainforests. University of Washington Press, Seattle.  
4
Leighty, W.W. et al. 2006. Effects of management on carbon sequestration in forest biomass in southeast 

Alaska. Ecosystems 9:1051-1065 
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community to conserve and enhance forest sinks to help stabilize what may soon become 

run-away climate chaos.  

 

Conference of the Parties (COP 21) Twenty-First session, Paris, December 12, 2015 

“Recognizes the importance of adequate and predictable financial resources, including 
for results-based payments, as appropriate, for the implementation of policy approaches 
and positive incentives for reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, 
and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of 
forest carbon stocks; as well as alternative policy approaches, such as joint mitigation 
and adaptation approaches for the integral and sustainable management of forests…..  

Parties should take action to conserve and enhance, as appropriate, sinks and reservoirs 
of greenhouse gases as referred to in Article 4, paragraph 1(d), of the Convention, 
including forests.” 

Photo: D. DellaSala 

The Tongass is pivotal to the Obama Administration’s climate change commitments. The 

region’s forests not only store more carbon than any national forest,but also may function 

as a climate refuge (i.e., first line of defense) given maritime influences may moderate 

more extreme climate events anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests 

further south
5
. Relatively intact watersheds provide a refuge for old-growth dependent 

species (including many that are important to subsistence needs), and buffer salmon 

populations from cumulative effects of climate change and more extensive logging in the 

surroundings (non-federal lands)
6
.  

Notably, prior estimates of net carbon flux from logging scenarios on the Tongass 

indicate that only a no-logging scenario maintains carbon stores through time
4
. Carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
5
DellaSala, D.A. et al. 2015. Climate change may trigger broad shifts in North America’s Pacific coastal 

rainforests. Online module – Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences – published by Science Direct 
6
For examples, see Watson, et al. 2013. Mapping vulnerability and conservation adaptation strategies  

under climate change. Nature Climate Change 3:989-994. 
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also has future economic value in terms of avoided costs from global warming pollution 

and development of carbon-offset markets. For instance, if carbon were stored long-term 

in old-growth forests instead of being released to the atmosphere by logging, the 

estimated annual economic value of carbon would be comparable to revenue generated 

from Tongass timber sales should carbon markets mature
4
. Moreover, the Interagency 

Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon estimated the cost of carbon in economic 

impacts from global warming would be $27-221 per ton by 2050
7
. Recent evidence 

suggests the anticipated costs maybe much higher, including large demographic 

displacements of human populations along coastlines
8
. 

 

 

Planetary carbon cycle with exchange of carbon among land, atmosphere, and oceans 

(billions of tons of carbon per year)
9
. Yellow numbers represent natural carbon fluxes, 

red are carbon dioxide emissions in billions of tons of carbon per year. White numbers 

show stored carbon. Note the fossil fuel related carbon stores in the diagram. Forests are 

integral to the earth’s carbon filtration system. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Carbon_cycle 

Photo: D. DellaSala 
Forests as a Carbon Sink – forests are a vital part of the 

global atmospheric carbon cycle that contribute to climate 

stabilization by absorbing (sequestering) and storing vast 

amounts of carbon dioxide (CO2) in trees (live and dead), 

soils, and understory foliage. As a forest ages, it continues 

to sequester and store carbon, functioning as a net “sink” for 

centuries if undisturbed. Ongoing carbon sequestration and 

storage has been measured in forests >800 years old
10

. 
 

When a forest is cut down, roughly 66% to 80% of the 

stored carbon in the forest
11

 is released overtime as CO2 

(some carbon is stored in wood products) thereby 

converting forests from a sink to a “source” or “emitter.” 

The minimal storage in wood products is an accounting 

misstep typical of federal agency carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
7
 Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon, United States Government. 2013. Technical 

Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis – Under Executive Order 12866. May. 
8
 Pizer et al. 2014. Using and improving the social cost of carbon. Science 346:1189-1190. 

DOI:10.1126/science.125974 
9
Reprinted from DellaSala, D.A. In 2013. The carbon cycle and global change: too much of a good thing. 

Reference Module in Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences, Elsevier. 3 pp. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.05874-7 
10

Luyssaert, S. et al. 2008. Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks. Nature 455:213-215 
11

Wayburn, L.A. 2000 (several citations included). Forest carbon in the United States: opportunities and 

options for private lands. Pacific Forest Trust, San Francisco. 
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pronouncements that over value carbon in wood products
12

.  

 

Soon after logging, carbon is emitted to the atmosphere via rapid decomposition of 

logging slash, fossil-fuel emissions from transport and wood processing, and decay or 

combustion (within 40-50 years) of forest products in landfills
13

. Planting or growing 

young trees or storing carbon in wood products does not make up for emissions released 

from a logged forest. Indeed, after an old forest is clearcut, the young forest remains a net 

CO2 emitter for 5 to 50 years, depending on site productivity
14

.  

 

Logging on the Tongass is global warming pollution(photo: D. DellaSala) 

 

Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more 

greenhouse gas pollution than the world’s entire transportation network
15

, which is 

why countries, including the U.S., have committed to reducing emissions and protecting 

forest sinks (COP 21 climate agreements). Recognizing the importance of unlogged 

forests as carbon sinks, scientists also have repeatedly called on countries to protect their 

vast forest carbon stores as integral to stabilizing global climate change
16

.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12The White House. 2015. Climate change and the land sector: improving measurement, mitigation and 

resilience of our natural resources.	  
13

Harmon, M.E. W.K Ferrel, J. F. Franklin. 1990. Effects on carbon storage of conversion of old –growth 

forests to young forests. Science 247:699-702. 
14

Law, B. E., and M.E. Harmon. 2011. Forest sector carbon management, measurement and verification, 

and discussion of policy related to climate change. Carbon Management 2:73-84.  
15

Estimates are conservative as they were mainly derived from the tropics where the majority of forest 

losses occur – boreal and temperate losses are not available at this time. Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change. 2007.  Synthesis report. An assessment of the IPCC on climate change. Houghton, R.A., 

B.Byers, and A.A. Nassikas. 2012. A role for tropical forests in stabilizing atmospheric CO2. Nature 

Climate Change 5:1022-1023. 
16

MackeyB., et al. 2014. Policy options for the world’s primary forests in multilateral environmental 

agreements. Conservation Letters 8:139-147 DOI: 10.1111/conl.12120. Also letters sent to the Forest 

Service and USDA in 2015 signed by 7 scientific societies and hundreds of the nation’s leading natural 

resource scientists calling on the Administration to protect the Tongass old-growth rainforest sink.  



	   7	  

Photo: The Big Thorne logging operation on Prince of Wales Island converted Tongass 
old-growth rainforest from a carbon sink to a source of emissions (S. Ballhorn) 

 
"The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure. Today, I am outlining a series of 
actions by USDA and the Forest Service that will protect the old-growth forests of the 

Tongass while preserving forest jobs in southeast Alaska. I am asking the Forest Service 
to immediately begin planning for the transition to harvesting second growth timber 
while reducing old-growth harvesting over time." July 3, 2013 Press Release, USDA 

Secretary Tom Vilsack. 
 
Tongass Is Transitioning But Not Soon Enough – Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack 

announced in July 2013 that a transition away from old-growth logging would need to 

occur rapidly on the Tongass National Forest while maintaining a viable timber industry. 

In November 2015, the Forest Service released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(DEIS) Plan Amendment to transition the Tongass from predominately old growth to 

predominately young-growth logging with the preferred alternative adopting 

recommendations of a multi-stakeholder Tongass Advisory Committee that incorporated 

years of additional old growth volume as “bridge timber” to accommodate the transition. 

Here, we compare the Forest Service preferred alternative to a conservation alternative 

prematurely dismissed by the Forest Service as not producing enough volume. The 

agencies’ decision to dismiss this alternative occurred before completion of independent 

field inventories that now show sufficient volume from young growth can accommodate 

a more rapid transition with minimal old growth (Appendix I, report in preparation). 

 

In conducting theTongass logging emissions analysis, we compared the following:  

 

§ Forest Service Preferred Alternative – proposes logging 43,167 acres of old 

growth and 261,850 acres of young growth over 100 years with extensive road 

building (road building was not calculated in emissions scenarios although it 

certainly contributes to emissions).  

 

§ Conservation Alternative – proposed by conservation groups to accelerate the 

transition while meeting timber demand targets of the Forest Service using much 

less old growth (OG) to transition. Young growth (YG) estimates were provided 

by Mater Engineering (Appendix I) from field-verified 55-year old pre-

commercially thinned (PCT) YG sampled from a land base of 76,000 acres of 

relatively low controversy areas (i.e., areas not considered environmentally 

sensitive based on a suite of attributes, manuscript in preparation). An additional 

9,125 acres of old growth was estimated for specialty wood products over 100 

years (Appendix I).  
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We estimated carbon stored in young and old forests by interpolating data from prior 

estimates on the Tongass
4 

for above ground biomass, which was higher than estimates 

used by the Forest Service for live tree carbon only. We projected logging emissions of 

the two alternatives over 25- and 100-year increments. We then converted logging 

emissions to equivalent emissions from vehicles using EPAs equivalencies calculator and 

compared these projected emissions to CEQ’s draft “reference point” for minimizing 

emissions of federal actions. CEQ directs agencies to adopt projects with low emission 

using a reference of 25,000 metric tons of CO2(e)
17

 on an annual basis
18

. We used the 

CEQ reference for two reasons: (1) to determine if the preferred alternative is generally 

consistent with the Obama Administration’s global warming commitments (COP 21, 

Paris agreements); and (2) to provide an appropriate regional comparison of logging 

emissions that is based on easy to understand emissions comparable. Notably, the Forest 

Service based logging emissions projections on comparisons to the entire U.S. annual 

greenhouse gas emissions (the wrong scale of comparison), masking the severity of 

regionally specific climateimpacts.  

 

ESTIMATING LOGGING EMISSIONS USING VEHICLE EQUIVALENTS 
Photo: Juneauempire.com 

 
Forest Service Preferred Alternative – In general, the agencies’ preferred alternative to 

log substantially more OG and YG than proposed by the conservation alternative is 

estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 

 

§ equivalent to 4 million vehicles annually for 100-years (Appendix II); and  

§ 175 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 

Conservation Alternative – the transition proposed by the conservation alternative uses 

much less OG and is estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 

 

§ equivalent to 419,535 vehicles annually (Appendix II); and 

§ 16 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 

The conservation alternative, while also exceeding CEQ’s reference, yields 10 times less 

emissions in the long-term compared to the agencies’ preferred alternative and therefore 

should have been kept in the DEIS as a reasonable alternative under NEPA. The agencies’ 

preferred alternative is generally inconsistent with the COP 21 climate agreements 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
17

Carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) are an internationally accepted term for comparing different 

greenhouse gas emissions using a common (standardized) unit of analysis.  
18

CEQ 2014. Draft published for public review and comment Dec. 2014. White 

House.https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nepa_revised_draft_ghg_guidance_searchable.p

df 
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(Article 4 on greenhouse sinks) to conserve forests as a sink for atmospheric carbon and 

is well above the CEQ emissions reference.  

 

 

SOCIAL COSTS OF CARBON 

Photo: S. Ballhorn 

 
 

Executive Order 12866 requires federal agencies to “assess both the costs and benefits of 
the intended regulation and, recognizing that some costs and benefits are difficult to 
quantify, propose or adopt a regulation only upon a reasoned determination that benefits 
of the intended regulation justify its costs.”  

 

We provide an estimate of the social cost of carbon (SCC) derived from relevant 

published sources as a means for costing emissions in a regional context and to illustrate 

how the Forest Service could achieve compliance with the Executive Order by 

documenting climate costs of logging and the benefits of maintaining the Tongass carbon 

sink.  

 

In any cost-benefit analysis, it is imperative to incorporate the benefits (or cost savings) 

of avoiding damages to the environment, or, in this case, the climate, so as to level the 

economic playing field (although many ecosystem services critical to properly 

functioning forests are difficult to quantify). In this case, SCC is expressed as monetized 

damages associated with incremental increases in emissions, including, but not limited to 

changes in net agricultural productivity, human health, property damages from increased 

flood risk, and the value of ecosystem services. An Interagency Working Group on SCC 

estimated the annual cost of releasing emissions to be $27-221 per ton of carbon using 

2050 projections. For this analysis, we used the lower bound of $27 per metric ton of 

CO2(e) to estimate potential costs of logging emissions recognizing costs will escalate 

overtime as a result of the accumulation of regional and global emissions under status 

quo emissions scenarios.  

 

Forest Service Preferred Alternative - CO2 (e) released from logging would contribute to: 

 

§ ~$108 million annually in global warming costs over 100 years. Estimated costs 

are 10 times greater than the $8-10 million in annual wood products value 

anticipated by the Forest Service (DEIS Table 3.22-16).  

 

Conservation Alternative - CO2(e) released from logging would contribute to: 

 

§ ~$11 million annually in global warming costs, a tenth as costly as the Forest 

Service alternative.  



	   10	  

 

Thus, the conservation alternative represents a cost savings to the foreseeable future 

climate compared to the Forest Service’s preferred alternative that would result in much 

higher costs due to greater logging emissions and this should have been included in the 

agencies’ NEPA analysis. It should be noted that only a no-logging alternative results in 

maximizing carbon sinks and generating apositive SCC. This is because removing carbon 

from a forest always results in some costs to the climate (costs are based on the 

combination of regional logging intensity and global emissions contributions).  

 

LIMITATIONS, UNCERTAINTIES, AND THE FUTURE CLIMATE 
Photo: A. DellaSala 

 
 
Follow Up Research and Monitoring – accurately estimating carbon in regional forest 

assessments requires the use of new carbon assessment tools and improved inventories 

(including soils) along with inclusion of sequestration rates (e.g., Net Ecosystem 

Productivity). Carbon assessments are costly but necessary to develop proper carbon flux 

estimates from logging and to evaluate SCC as a multiple-use objective. In this case, we 

approximated emissions from published sources, published estimates of carbon stored in 

wood products (using conversion factors), and published estimates of carbon capture via 

forest regrowth (using nationally recognized online carbon tools).  

 

Without the benefit of a comparable analysis, however, the Forest Service claims that 

logging old-growth forests could result in either a net loss or gain of carbon depending 

on logging practices even though clearcut logging (a substantial emissions source) is the 

method of choice on the Tongass (some young tree retentions and small (<10 ac) 

clearcuts are proposed in young forests within Old Growth Reserves and Beach buffers 

by the agency). Our findings are meant to provide a better estimate of emissions than the 

DEIS. Moreover, we used an appropriate scale of analysis that tiers to CEQ emissions 

guidelines and used comparable emission sources (e.g., vehicle equivalents that are 

locally applicable) to evaluate the magnitude of regional impacts. Follow up work, 

ideally conducted by the Forest Service in collaboration with scientists, is needed to 

improve upon these estimates and address uncertainties.  

 

Climate Shift Happens – Notably, the effects of climate change on forest productivity 

represents additional uncertainties. As the climate warms in Alaska, other vegetation 

types may replace conifer forests that evolved under a cooler climate
3
. For instance, 

during the Miocene millions of years ago Alaska was a much warmer place dominated by 

hardwood forests. As climate change now accelerates, it could lower carbon storage in 

conifer forests as the climate conducive to hardwoods gradually replaces conifers and 

some conifers die off from climate change effects (thereby releasing CO2 as is currently 
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happening with an extensive die-off of Alaska yellow cedar
19

). However, the maritime 

climate of the Tongass might ameliorate some of these shifts compared to more extreme 

changes anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests to the south
3
.  

Photo: A. DellaSala 
 

 
ALASKA’S FIRST LINE OF CLIMATE CHANGE DEFENSE AT RISK: 

CONCLUSIONS 

 

Although the Obama Administration took a leadership position during the climate 
negotiations in Paris, its global commitments to lower emissions and end deforestation 
ostensibly do not extend to Alaska’s globally significant Tongass rainforest carbon sink. 

 

The Administration has a unique opportunity to demonstrate to the world that it takes its 

climate change commitments seriously by quickening the pace of transition without 

relying on controversial timber sales that will cost more in future economic losses from 

climate change than the revenues generated by logging. The Forest Service has not 

conducted a logging emissions analysis as directed by CEQ. It has not conducted a cost-

benefit analysis of the SCC implications of more OG logging and is out of compliance 

with Executive Order 12866. The feasibility of an accelerated transition was 

demonstrated in the conservation alternative summarily dismissed by the agency but 

which uses much less OG and generates far less emissions over time.  

 

A robust analysis using carbon life cycle accounting is needed to more fully assess the 

social cost of carbon using advancements in forest carbon accounting as declared in 

recent climate change policies of the White House
11

. The Tongass is a known carbon sink, 

yet land-use emissions
11

references the importance of climate resilience best achieved 

through ecosystem and landscape conservation. Ecosystem resilience, and therefore the 

Tongass carbon sink, will decline on the Tongass with another 100 years of OG logging 

and road building. Proposed logging will be occurring at a time when the climate is 

changing the likelihood that the Tongass can function as a climate refuge
3
.  

 

“I loved Alaska and met so many inspiring people. Have to keep up the fight on climate 
change for their sake—and ours.” President Obama on his September visit 

 

The international community clearly spoke up in Paris about the strategic value of forest 

sinks in keeping global warming below the dangerous 2º C threshold. Choosing a climate 

responsible alternative for the Tongass would allow the Obama Administration to live up 

to its commitments to safeguard Alaska’s climate, comply with the COP 21 climate 

agreements and its pledge to end global deforestation.  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
19

Hennon P.E.et al. 2012. Shifting climate, altered niche, and a dynamic conservation strategy for yellow-

cedar in the North PacificCoastal Rainforest. Bioscience 62: 147–158. 
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“We share the vision of slowing, halting, and reversing global forest loss while 
simultaneously enhancing food security for all. Reducing emissions from deforestation 

and increasing forest restoration will be extremely important in limiting global warming 
to 2°C.” United Nations Climate Summit New York Declaration on Forests (agreed to by 
157 governments, including the U.S, indigenous groups, corporations, NGOs, and others)  
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APPENDIX I. YOUNG GROWTH LOGGING LEVELS NEEDED TO HIT TIMBER 

DEMAND THRESHOLDS OF THE FOREST SERVICE CALCULATED FROM MATER 

2015 PHASE II CRUISE RESULTS (IN PUBLICATION PREPARATION). 
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Calculation Notes (all other calculations will be posted online): 
 

§ Carbon values interpolated from Leighty et al. 2006 Fig. 2 for age classes as follows: 55 years 

(494 tons per ac), 65 years (585 tons per acre), 120 years (776 tons per acre).  

§ Emissions adjusted to account for wood products stores using published estimates in footnote 10 

and then multiplied by 3.67 to convert to metric tons CO2 (e).  

§ Logging emissions are equivalent to passenger vehicle emissions 

http://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator.  

§ CEQ reference = 25,000 metric tons CO2 (e): 

https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2014/12/24/2014-30035/revised-draft-guidance-for-

federal-departments-and-agencies-on-consideration-of-greenhouse-gas 

§ PL 113-291 requires: no more than 50,000 acres of initial YG (not including re-harvest acres) 

logging; total YG logging in first ten years cannot exceed 15,000 ac; 3,000 ac annual acres in first 

five years; 3,000 acres annual in 6-10 yrs; and 5,000 YG acres annual after 10 years.  If the timber 

volume goal is 46 mmbf/yr and compliance with PL113-291, the conservation alternative would 

log: 8,480 acres YG in 2020-2024 (1,696 ac/yr @ 13mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to 

short log recovery factor) producing 33 mmbf/yr.; not enough pre-commercially thinned 55-yr old 

stands are available at this time to meet the timber target exclusively from YG); 4,790 acres in 

2025-2029(958 ac/yr @ 32mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to short log recovery factor 

meets that target); 697 acres YG annual logging beginning in 2030 (1.5 multiplier for long log to 

short log recovery factor producing 46 mmbf/yr @ 44 mbf/ac). See Appendix Ifor Mater 2015 YG 

numbers plus specialty OG products (e.g., 3 mmbf/yr = 75 ac OG logged per year using a mid 

point of 40,000 board feet per acre Class 6 old growth (Tongass DEIS: 3-295) to back calculate to 

acres logged). 
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Abstract

Recently, several studies have quantified the effects on atmospheric CO2 concentration of an increased harvest

level in forests. Although these studies agreed in their estimates of forest productivity, their conclusions were

contradictory. This study tested the effect of four assumptions by which those papers differed. These assump-

tions regard (1) whether a single or a set of repeated harvests were considered, (2) at what stage in stand growth
harvest takes place, (3) how the baseline is constructed, and (4) whether a carbon-cycle model is applied. A main

finding was that current and future increase in the use of bioenergy should be studied considering a series of

repeated harvests. Moreover, the time of harvest should be determined based on economical principles, thus

taking place before stand growth culminates, which has implications for the design of the baseline scenario.

When the most realistic assumptions are used and a carbon-cycle model is applied, an increased harvest level in

forests leads to a permanent increase in atmospheric CO2 concentration.
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Introduction

The literature draws attention to the fact that the con-

version of natural habitats to cropland leads to release

of carbon, thus creating a biofuel carbon debt with a

potential payback period of several decades or even

centuries (see, for example, Gurgel et al., 2007; Fargione

et al., 2008; Searchinger et al., 2008; Melillo et al., 2009;

Gibbs et al., 2010; Lapola et al., 2010).

The articles mentioned, however, studied biofuels

based on fast-growing crops, in which the biomass har-

vested within 1 year is replaced by a new crop. In that

case, the CO2 released by combustion of the biomass

could, for practical purposes, be ignored because the

growth of the new crop requires the capture of the same

amount of CO2 within 1 year.

The issue becomes more complex if the source of bio-

energy is a forest. The rotation period of a boreal forest

stand is usually 70–120 years. Hence, a century might

be required for the regrowth of a harvested boreal forest

stand and recapture of the amount of CO2 released orig-

inally. Despite this considerable time lag, recent studies

have considered wood fuels from boreal forests as being

carbon neutral, thus ignoring the amount of CO2

released by the combustion of that wood (see, for exam-

ple, Bright & Strømman, 2009; Sjølie et al., 2010).

Keeping in mind that the carbon intensity of wood

fuels is approximately at the level of coal, it is obvious

that, from a methodological perspective, ignoring these

emissions is not satisfactory. A body of literature has

thus emerged that accounts for the amount of CO2

released from combustion of biomass from forests and

other slow-growing sources of biomass (see, for exam-

ple, Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences,

2010; Cherubini et al., 2011a,b; McKechnie et al., 2011;

Holtsmark, 2012).1

The conclusions of the articles mentioned vary signifi-

cantly. For example, Holtsmark (2012) found that

increasing the harvest of a forest permanently lowered

the carbon stock of the forest and, consequently, perma-

nently heightened the amount of CO2 in the atmosphere.

In contrast, Cherubini et al. (2011a,b) found that the CO2

concentration in the atmosphere was lower 60–70 years

after harvesting a relatively slow-growing forest than if

the forest had not been harvested. Figure 1 illustrates

these differences. The dashed line (left axis) depicts the

atmospheric CO2 that remains after harvest and combus-

tion of a stock of biomass containing one metric ton of

Correspondence: Bjart Holtsmark, tel. + 47 21 09 48 68,

fax + 47 21 09 49 63, e-mail: bjart.holtsmark@ssb.no

1Haberl et al. (2012a,b) and Schulze et al. (2012) include further
references and discuss the implications of this literature.
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carbon, as found by Cherubini et al. (2011a). The solid

line (right axis) shows the corresponding result in the

work of Holtsmark (2012), in which increased harvest

levels were predicted to increase the amount of CO2 in

the atmosphere in the long term.2

The different conclusions reached in these papers are

explained by different methodological choices or

assumptions. Therefore, an analysis of the importance

of different simplifications and methodological choices

is needed. Here, I will focus on four methodological

choices.

1 Some studies consider a single harvest event occurring

at the present time, with no biomass to be harvested in

the future. However, a single harvest event performed

at the present time will not produce any biomass in

the future and is, therefore, not satisfactory if one

wants to gather knowledge related to the conse-

quences of the increased use of biomass presently and

in the future. A single harvest event performed at the

present time will not produce the required biomass if

one aims to replace fossil fuels with biomass on a per-

manent basis. I will, therefore, demonstrate the effects

of the replacement of a single harvest approach with a

permanently increased harvest approach.

2 In some studies, it is assumed that a rotation period

ends when the growth of the trees has culminated.

Other studies take into account that, since the publi-

cation of the work of Faustmann (1849), and even

earlier,3, forest economists have known that a

commercial forester will not postpone harvest until

the growth of the trees has culminated, but will

usually harvest at an earlier stage, following the so-

called Faustmann rule. I will demonstrate the effects

of the application of a rotation-period length that is in

accordance with this rule.

3 Taking into account that harvest usually takes place

in stands that are still growing, the baseline scenario

becomes important. Not all studies take into account

that the harvest scenario should be measured against

a baseline scenario (with no harvest) in which the

trees are still growing, thus capturing CO2 from

the atmosphere. I will demonstrate the importance of

the use of a realistic baseline scenario along these lines.

4 In some studies, it is assumed, for simplicity, that the

CO2 released from the combustion of biomass

accumulates and remains in the atmosphere forever.

In other studies, an impulse response function is

applied that models the ability of the ocean and

of the terrestrial biosphere to absorb CO2 from the

atmosphere.

Table 1 provides an overview of how the five studies

on the bioenergy from forests mentioned deal with

these methodological choices. The approach of Cheru-

bini et al. (2011a,b) was the inclusion of an impulse

response function in the analysis, whereas the other

studies listed applied a simple accumulation of CO2.

However, Cherubini et al. (2011a,b) and Manomet

Center for Conservation Sciences (2010) considered a

single harvest event exclusively. The methodology used

for the construction of the baseline scenarios also

varied.

To demonstrate quantitatively how the methodologi-

cal choices influence the conclusions of this type of

study, I will use the articles of Cherubini et al. (2011a)

and Holtsmark (2012) as the starting point, adjust their

methodological choices, and demonstrate the conse-

quences of these adjustments. In contrast with the

approach of Cherubini et al. (2011a), Holtsmark (2012)

considered the consequences of permanently increasing

harvest levels by studying a series of harvests. Moreover,

Holtsmark (2012) took into account that the harvest usu-

ally takes place before the growth of the stand culmi-

nates and how the baseline scenario then should be

designed. Holtsmark (2012), however, ignored the decay

functions of atmospheric CO2 and considered, for sim-

plicity, accumulated emissions exclusively.
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Fig. 1 The dashed line (left axis) shows the atmospheric car-

bon that remains at time t after a single harvest event at time

t = 0, according to Cherubini et al. (2011a). The solid line (right

axis) shows the atmospheric carbon that remains after a series

of subsequent harvest events as a result of the application of an

impulse response function to the results of Holtsmark (2012).

2See the red curve in Fig. 4, page 423, in Holtsmark (2012). To
achieve the somewhat different solid line in Fig. 1 here, the
impulse response function of the Bern 2.5CC carbon-cycle
model was applied; see Eqn (1).

3See the discussion of early contributions to this issue in Sam-
uelson (1976) and Scorgie & Kennedy (1996).
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This study builds a bridge between the approaches of

these two studies by taking atmospheric decay func-

tions into account, as in Cherubini et al. (2011a), and

including the realistic baseline scenario and the multiple

harvest approach of Holtsmark (2012) in the analysis.

This paper is organized as follows. The model and

the basic methodological choices are presented in the

next section, the results are presented in the third sec-

tion, and the results are discussed in the fourth section,

which also includes the conclusions of the study.

Materials and methods

Based on Forster et al. (2007) and the Bern 2.5CC carbon-cycle

model, which those authors recommend, Cherubini et al.

(2011a) applied the following atmospheric CO2 decay function:

yðtÞ ¼ D0 þ
X3

i¼1

Die
ð�t=aiÞ; ð1Þ

where y(t) represents the fraction of an initial pulse of CO2 at

time t = 0 that remains in the atmosphere at time t and where

a and Di are parameters (Table 2). The time unit is 1 year. The

decay is caused by the uptake of CO2 by the ocean and by the

terrestrial biosphere. Cherubini et al. (2011a) considered two

cases. In the first case, those authors did not take into account

the oceanic absorption of anthropogenic CO2 from the atmo-

sphere, although they considered this effect in the second case.

For the purpose of this study, only the latter case is considered,

as it is the most realistic and, therefore, the most interesting

case.

It is assumed that the harvesting of biomass from forests is

followed by replanting and the growth of new biomass. Re-

growth implies carbon capture from the atmosphere. Cherubini

et al. (2011a) assumed that the growth and carbon capture of

the stand after a harvest follow the analytic form:

gðsÞ ¼ 2pr2
� �1=2

e�ðs�lÞ2=2r2

; ð2Þ

where r and l are parameters and τ is the age of the stand. It

can be deduced that a parcel with a stand age τ has the follow-

ing carbon stock.4

CðsÞ ¼ 2pr2
� �1=2 Xs

s0¼0

e�ðs0�lÞ2=2r2

: ð3Þ

The carbon captured by biomass regrowth should be consid-

ered in terms of negative emissions. Negative emissions should

be treated symmetrically regarding positive emissions. Thus, the

decay function presented in (1) should be applied to these nega-

tive emissions exactly as it is applied to the positive emissions.

Consider, for example, a parcel replanted at time t = 0. The

carbon captured at time t1 would be g(t1), and at time t2, i.e.,

t2�t1 periods later, a fraction y(t2�t1) of these negative emis-

sions, i.e., �g(t1)�y(t2�t1), is remaining in the atmosphere.

Assume now that, at time t = 0, the age of the stand is τm
and that harvesting proceeds at this time. Combustion of the

extracted biomass causes a CO2 emission pulse C(τm), which,

for simplicity, is labeled as C in the following equation. Taking

the regrowth function described in (2) into account, the amount

of CO2 in the atmosphere AH (t) at time t, will be as follows:

Table 2 Parameter values

Cherubini et al.

(their case with

r = 100) Present case

D0 0.217 r 25 37.5

D1 0.259 l 50 75

D2 0.338

D3 0.186

a1 172.9

a2 18.51

a3 1.186

Table 1 Methodological differences in five recent papers dealing with bioenergy from forest biomass

Cherubini

et al. (2011a)

Cherubini

et al. (2011b)

Manomet Center

for Conservation

Sciences (2010)

McKechnie

et al. (2011)

Holtsmark

(2012)

Single harvest event or

permanently higher

harvest level?

Single Single Single Permanent Permanent

Does the no harvest baseline

take growth and carbon

capture in mature

stands into account?

No No Yes Yes Yes

Is the time of harvest in

accordance with the

Faustmann rule?

No Some of the scenarios Yes Yes Yes

Impulse response function (IRF) or

simple accumulation of CO2?

IRF IRF Simple

accumulation

Simple

accumulation

Simple

accumulation

4To show exactly how the numerical examples in the next sec-
tion are constructed, I used discrete time in the theoretical
model description as well.
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AHðtÞ ¼ C � yðtÞ �
Xt

t0¼0

gðt0Þyðt� t0Þ; ð4Þ

where the first term on the right-hand side represents what is

left of the pulse in the atmosphere at t periods after harvesting,

whereas the second term represents the effect of regrowth.

Thus far, I have followed the example of Cherubini et al.

(2011a). However, the alternative to harvesting and combustion of

biomass is to not harvest: i.e., letting the stand grow and capture

more CO2. In this case, the amount of CO2 in the atmosphere

would evolve as follows.

ANHðtÞ ¼ �
Xt

t0¼0

gðsm þ t0Þyðt� t0Þ: ð5Þ

Note the assumption of Cherubini et al. (2011a) that harvest-

ing always takes place when the growth of the stand has culmi-

nated [see (c) in Fig. 2], which is the reason why those authors

disregarded this effect. If we take this effect into account, the

net effect of harvesting on the atmospheric carbon content will

be as follows:

ASðtÞ ¼ AHðtÞ � ANHðtÞ: ð6Þ

The time at which harvesting takes place is a pertinent point.

If we assume that the stock of trunks in the stand is propor-

tional to the amount of biomass C(t) and that the market inter-

est rate is r, then, according to the Faustmann rule, a forest

owner will harvest when the stand age τ satisfies the following

equation.
C0ðsÞ
CðsÞ ¼ r

1� e�rs
: ð7Þ

As the interest rate approaches zero, (7) is reduced to

C0ðsÞ
CðsÞ ¼ 1

s
: ð8Þ

Harvesting at a time at which τ satisfies (8) implies a maxi-

mum sustained yield (MSY) and harvesting at point (d) in

Fig. 2. To the extent that the forest owner discounts future

income, the rotation period will be shorter.

The intuition behind the Faustmann rule is as follows. The

forest owner takes into consideration his opportunity to invest

the harvest profit, creating postharvest periodic revenue of

rC(τ). Postponing the harvest has an alternative cost corre-

sponding to this revenue. This could easily be interpreted as

that harvest should take place when τ satisfies the equation

C(τ) = rC′(τ). However, the Faustmann rule (7) also takes into

account that, if the first harvest is postponed, all future har-

vests must also be postponed. This leads to Eqn (7), which

implies an even earlier harvest than is indicated by the more

simple equation C(τ) = rC′(τ).
The application of the limiting case of the Faustmann rule

described in (8) to the slower growing forest studied by Cheru-

bini et al. (2011a), i.e., a forest with a rotation span of 100 years,

implies that harvesting occurs when the stand is 70 years old.

In other words, the slower growing forest considered by Cher-

ubini et al. (2011a) is actually a relatively rapidly growing bor-

eal forest. The rotation period for MSY in most Scandinavian

forests is reportedly 70–120 years.

I shall, therefore, adjust the parametric assumptions to allow

for a MSY rotation period of 100 years for the stand in ques-

tion. I will accomplish this using the parameters r = 37.5 and

l = 75 (Table 2). Given these assumptions, the growth and car-

bon capture of the stand will culminate at a stand age of

approximately 150 years. In other words, the stand will con-

tinue to grow and capture CO2 from the atmosphere, as speci-

fied in Eqn (5), if it is not harvested after reaching maturity.

The two compared (re)growth scenarios are shown in Fig. 3.

The solid line traces the carbon stock of the stand if it is har-

vested at time t = 0, whereas the dashed line traces the carbon

stock of the stand if its age is 100 years at time t = 0 and if it is

not harvested.

Results

Single harvest event

First, consider the case studied by Cherubini et al.

(2011a), with a rotation period of 100 years. The har-

vest gives rise to a pulse emission of one metric ton of

carbon at time 0, which is recaptured completely by

the regrowth of the stand over the next 100 years.

After these 100 years, there is no further growth on the

stand. The dashed line in Fig. 4 shows the atmospheric

carbon remaining from this pulse, according to the cal-

culations of those authors. Note that, after ca. 65 years,

a lower carbon concentration in the atmosphere is esti-

mated in the presence of a harvest event compared

with the case without harvest. This is so because

increased atmospheric CO2 levels lead to an increase in

the accumulation of carbon in the terrestrial

ecosystems, as well as to an increase in oceanic CO2

absorption.

(d)(b) (c)

(a)

Rotation period, r

Time (years)
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bo
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gr
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Fig. 2 This diagram is identical to Fig. 1 in Cherubini et al.

(2011a), with the exception of the addition of the dashed lines.

Cherubini et al. (2011a) assumed that harvest takes place at (c),

whereas the Faustmann rule says that harvest usually will take

place somewhere between (b) and (d).
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As argued in the previous section, when dealing with

a boreal forest, it would be appropriate to consider a

MSY rotation period of 100 years and culmination of

growth after approximately 150 years, which would be

consistent both with the Faustmann rule and with a typ-

ical boreal forest stand. The harvest of this forest stand

at time 0 is assumed to lead to a pulse of emission of

one ton of carbon. The gray, solid line in Fig. 4 shows

the level of atmospheric carbon from the pulse that

remains in this case; cf. Eqn (4).

The question of the use of an appropriate baseline arises

at this point. As Cherubini et al. (2011a) assumed that there

is no further growth on the stand in the no-harvest case,

there is no change in atmospheric carbon in their baseline

scenario. The scenario is different if it is assumed that

there is continued growth in the no-harvest case. The dot-

ted curve in Fig. 4 traces the effect on atmospheric CO2

levels in the no-harvest case and corresponds to Eqn (5).

This curve dips below zero because there is no emission

pulse at time t = 0, although carbon is still captured by

continued growth after this time point.

Our interest is related to the net effect of harvesting on

atmospheric CO2 levels. This can be computed by sub-

tracting the amount of atmospheric carbon in the no-har-

vest case from the amount of atmospheric carbon in the

case with harvest; cf. Eqn (6). The result is the double-

line curve in Fig. 4. Compared with the case studied by

Cherubini et al. (2011a), this case gives a somewhat

longer period of enhanced levels of atmospheric CO2.

Multiple harvest events

The numerical examples presented in the previous sec-

tion measure the effect of a single harvest event. How-

ever, IPCC documents, such as Chum et al. (2012),

envisage a permanent increase in the use of bioenergy

and, accordingly, a higher harvest rate. Therefore, in the

following paragraphs, I will consider a case in which

the harvest events described in the previous section take

place every year on a permanent basis.

Consider now a forest with an age structure such that

every year one parcel, each with a growth function

described by Eqns (1) and (2), reaches the stand age τm
and is, therefore, considered mature and ready for harvest.

The net effect on atmospheric carbon of harvesting a stand

every year compared with the case where the parcels are

left unharvested, is given by the following equation.

AðtÞ ¼
Xt

t0¼0

ASðt0Þ: ð9Þ

The function AS(t) is defined in Eqn (6). Given the

numerical assumptions, the expression is shown by the

solid line depicted in Fig. 5. Other than the difference in

scale (million tons and tons of carbon), the solid line

shown in Fig. 5 is not far off the corresponding result

that is obtained when the impulse response function is

applied to the data of Holtsmark (2012), which is indi-

cated by the dotted curve shown in Fig. 5.

To have intuition to the above described results,

study the dashed curve shown in Fig. 5, which is iden-

tical to the double lined curve depicted in Fig. 4. These

curves show that the effect of a single harvest on atmo-

spheric CO2 levels is a two-stage process. During the

first stage, the level of atmospheric CO2 is higher than

it would have been in the absence of harvest, whereas

the reverse is true in the second stage. The observation

Fig. 3 Development of the carbon stock of a stand that is

mature at time 0. The solid line represents the harvest case.

The dashed line represents the no-harvest case.

Fig. 4 The dashed line depicts the remaining atmospheric car-

bon for the methodology applied by Cherubini et al. (2011a),

with a rotation period of 100 years. The gray, solid line repre-

sents the atmospheric carbon remaining with a slower growing

stand with harvesting occurring at a stand age of 100 years. In

both cases, harvesting of this stand at time 0 is assumed to

cause an emission pulse of one ton of carbon. The dotted curve

traces the effect on atmospheric carbon levels in the no-harvest

case, whereas the double-line curve shows the net effect of har-

vest compared with no harvest.
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that the negative effect in the second stage is smaller than

the positive effect during the first stage is important to

predict the outcome of a series of harvest events.

Next, consider the case in which harvest takes place

annually. Every year, there is a pulse of emissions of 1

ton of carbon with subsequent regrowth on the stand.

The set of thin curves shown in Fig. 5 represent the

effects of these subsequent annual harvest events. The

net effect on atmospheric CO2 of this series of harvest

events is calculated via vertical summation of this set of

curves and the dashed curve. This gives the solid line

depicted in Fig. 5, which is measured on the right axis.

Note that the dashed curve converges toward zero,

whereas the solid line converges toward 19 tons of car-

bon (result not shown here). Hence, a single harvest

event has no long-term effect on atmospheric carbon,

whereas a permanently increased harvest level will

increase atmospheric CO2 permanently. It follows that

an increased harvest level is not a carbon-neutral activ-

ity not even in the long term, whereas a single harvest

event is a carbon-neutral activity in the long term.

Discussion

The realization that wood fuels are not carbon neutral

gives rise to a number of methodological questions

or assumptions regarding the manner via which CO2

emissions from wood fuels should be modeled. In this

study, I have focused on four methodological choices.

First, I analyzed whether the consideration of a single

harvest event is sufficient when the consequences of the

increased use of biomass presently and in the future are

to be analyzed. Second, I analyzed whether the assump-

tion that the rotation period ends when the growth of

the trees has culminated is satisfactory. Third, I ana-

lyzed the manner via which the baseline no-harvest

scenario should be constructed. Finally, I studied the

importance of including impulse response functions in

the analyses.

The work of Cherubini et al. (2011a) was used as a

starting point to evaluate the importance of these meth-

odological choices. The approach of those authors of

using an impulse response function was adopted. How-

ever, their model was adjusted taking into account that

harvest usually takes place before the growth of the

trees has culminated. The baseline (no harvest) scenario

was adjusted accordingly. Finally, a single harvest

approach was supplemented with a multiharvest

approach, which reflects the fact that the policy pro-

posal to be analyzed addresses the question of whether

biomass should be harvested at the current time and in

the future.

The numerical simulations provided information on

the importance of these methodological choices. First,

they showed that the results change fundamentally

when a single harvest approach is replaced with a

multiharvest approach reflecting a permanently

increased harvest level. A single harvest approach could

lead to the conclusion that wood fuels are carbon neu-

tral in the long term, but not in the short term, whereas

a multiharvest approach leads to the conclusion that

wood fuels are not carbon neutral, neither in the long

term nor in the short term. The multiharvest approach

revealed that a permanently increased harvest level

leads to a permanent increase in atmospheric carbon

also when a realistic carbon-cycle model is taken into

account.

Second, it was found that the consideration that har-

vest usually takes place before growth of the trees has

culminated and the consequent adjustment of the base-

line have a significant effect on the results, although

they are not changed fundamentally.

Third, the results of Holtsmark (2012) were adjusted

by incorporating an impulse response function in the

analyses. This approach did not change the results fun-

damentally. Using simple accumulation of CO2 in the

atmosphere in this type of study is an approximation

that is acceptable.

Another question, which was not discussed here, con-

cerns the extent to which the increased harvest of a forest

may reduce atmospheric carbon if the extracted biomass

Effect of a single harvest event taking place to day on
atmospheric CO2 (left axis)

Effect on atmospheric CO2 of an increased  harvest level
(right axis)

IRF applied to the result in Holtmark, 2012 (right axis)
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Fig. 5 The dashed curve (left axis) shows the net effect on

atmospheric carbon of a single harvest event taking place today

compared with the no-harvest case. The set of thin curves

depicts similar net effects of subsequent annual harvest events.

The thick solid line (right axis) shows the total net atmospheric

carbon that remains after this series of identical annual harvest

events. The dotted curve (right axis) represents the effect of an

increased harvest level, as described in Holtsmark (2012).
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replaces fossil energy sources. For a discussion of this ques-

tion, see Holtsmark (2012) andMcKechnie et al. (2011).
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overlapping reflections was very clear. For
the powder pattern of (Mg0.81Fe0.19)SiO3
tetragonal garnet, on the other hand, line
splitting was not clear except for the (400)-
(004) doublet and the (240)-(402)-(204)
triplet; other overlapping reflections were
diffused and looked like one broad peak.
Under the optical microscope, sections of

the tetragonal garnet phase exhibited low
birefringence. In one of the runs on a start-
ing material of (Mgo.8Feo.2)Si03 composi-
tion, an isotropic phase was optically detect-
ed; however, the x-ray diffraction pattern
resembled that of tetragonal garnet that was
synthesized from the same starting material,
showing small splitting of some peaks. An
electron microprobe analysis indicated that
the chemical composition of this optically
isotropic phase was also x = 0.19(1) [where
x = Fe/(Fe + Mg)], A1203 S 0.1% by
weight, with no other contaminants present.
The lattice parameters determined by the
WPPD method are a = 11.5323(3) A and c
= 11.4541(4) A, with Rwp = 3.6%, which
are essentially the values of isochemical te-
tragonal garnet. In conclusion, this "isotro-
pic" phase is identified as tetragonal garnet.
It may appear "isotropic' on account of the
fineness of the crystal grain size. The micro-
crystallinity (<2 ,um) is a remarkable micro-
scopic feature of the tetragonal garnets syn-
thesized in the present study.
Kato (9) reported in the conclusion of his

experimental studies of the MgSiO3-FeSiO3
system that the cubic garnet phase with a
normal garnet structure (majorite) is stable
in the range of composition 0.2 < x < 0.4
at 20 GPa and 2000°C, whereas the tetrago-
nal garnet phase is stable for x < 0.2. We
carried out a series of experiments with a
starting composition of x = 0.3 as well but
could not observe cubic garnet; we observed
only a small amount of optically anisotropic
tetragonal phase in insufficient proportions
for x-ray diffraction analysis. The major pro-
portion ofthe sample product was an assem-
blage of spinel and stishovite when experi-
mental temperature was somewhat low and
quench crystals from liquid when it was
somewhat high. (The experiments were per-
formed several times at temperatures around
2000°C.) Our present observations thus do
not suggest the existence ofthe cubic gamet
phase. It is possible that Kato (9) might
have misidentified "isotropic" tetragonal
garnet as "cubic" garnet.
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life-span of >5 years) in forms such as

structural components of buildings (Fig. 1).
This level is significantly higher than the
historical level, which was as low as 20% in
the 1950s (12). The long-term average is
considerably lower than the current value
because 75% of the timber harvested in the
last 100 years in Oregon and Washington
was cut before 1960 (13).
At least 15% ofthe wood fiber in a typical

harvest is left behind as broken or defective
(14, 15). Some of this material is used for
fuel or paper production and is therefore
quickly converted to atmospheric CO2. Of
the C removed from the site, 11% is in bark
(16), which is either burned or composted
to form mulch. Most of the tree volume
removed from a stand is used in lumber
production (17). When undecayed harvested
wood is converted to boards or plywood, at
least 35 to 45% is lost to sawdust or scrap
during production (15). Some of this waste
material is used in particle- and wafer-board
production, but most is consumed as fuel or
converted to paper. Production of paper,
even with recycling, results in a loss ofCO2
to the atmosphere, in that only 46 to 58% of
primary paper production is recovered as

fiber (15) and the residue serves largely as

fuel.
The result of all this activity is that, of the

325 Mg of C per hectare harvested from a

typical old-growth forest, 187 Mg ofC per
hectare may be lost to the atmosphere from
paper production, fuel consumpton, or de-

9 FEBRUARY 1990

Effects on Carbon Storage of Conversion of
Old-Growth Forests to Young Forests

MARK E. HARMON, WILLIAM K. FERRELL, JERRY F. FRANKLIN

Simulations ofcarbon storage suggest that conversion ofold-growth forests to young
fast-growing forests will not decrease atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2) in general, as
has been suggested recently. During simulated timber harvest, on-site carbon storage is
reduced considerably and does not approach old-growth storage capacity for at least
200 years. Even when sequestration of carbon in wooden buildings is induded in the
models, timber harvest results in a net flux of CO2 to the atmosphere. To offset this
effect, the production oflumber and other long-term wood products, as well as the life-
span of buildings, would have to increase markedly. Mass balance calculations indicate
that the conversion of5 x 106 hectares ofold-growth forests to younger plantations in
western Oregon and Washington in the last 100 years has added 1.5 x 109 to
1.8 x 109 megagrams of carbon to the atmosphere.
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composition (Fig. 1). The proportion of
young forests converted to long-termn stor-
age is probably even lower than that of old-
growth forests because less breakage or de-
fect will be offset by less recovery of boards
and plywood (15). Ifwe assume that 45% of
the boles in a 60-year-old stand is converted
to long-term storage, harvest of a 60-year-
old forest will still result in a net loss to the
atmosphere of 132 Mg ofC per hectare. For
wood harvested from either old-growth or
young-growth forests, the "long-term" stor-
age is perhaps 200 years at most (18).
We constructed a computer simulation

model to examine the temporal dynamics of
C storage in the Douglas fir and hemlock
(Pseudotsuga-Tsuga) ecosystems common to
the Pacific Northwest. This nonlinear differ-
ence model with a 1-year time step tracks C
storage in the following forest components:
foliage, branchwood, boles, coarse roots,
fine roots, fine woody debris, forest floor,
coarse woody debris, and light and heavy
soil C (19). Data for the biomass, produc-
tion, and C turnover of these components
were compiled for young and old-growth
Douglas fir and hemlock forests growing on
the west side of the Oregon and Washing-
ton Cascade Mountain Range.

For the purposes of analysis, we adopted
several assumptions: that changing climatic
conditions and CO2 concentrations would
not affect processing rates; that net produc-
tion of bole wood and bark for all simula-
tions would peak at 30 years at 8.5 Mg ofC
per hectare per year (20, 21); and that
repeated harvesting would not reduce long-
term site productivity. The latter assump-
tion is conservative in that repeated harvest
may well reduce productivity (22) and detri-
tal storage (23). In the simulations, we
compared and assessed the effect on C stor-
age of (i) a natural disturbance versus timber
harvest, (ii) a 50% increase in the decompo-
sition rate after disturbance versus no in-
crease, and (iii) the removal of logging
residues versus no removal in repeated har-
vests on a 60-year rotation.
The simulated biomass accumulation rates

matched those for the old-growth condition

Fig. 1. Flow of C (megagrams per
hectare) into long- and short-term stor-
age components after harvest of a 1-ha

reakage old-growth forest. Data are from stud-
ies on Douglas fir and western hemlock
(14-17). Boards and plywood are as-
sumed to enter long-term storage (>5
years). Sawdust, scrap, and pulp are
assumed to enter short-tern storage.

age
due

closely (+2%) but were 25% higher than
actual values for natural stands at 60 years
(Table 1), matching more closely the values
for plantations (20). Harvest of old-growth
forests reduced C storage for at least 250
years, and, interestingly, a natural distur-
bance such as fire or windthrow also re-
duced storage but much less drastically (Fig.
2). Storage declined with harvest both with
and without an assumption of increased
decomposition with disturbance, although
the decrease was larger with this assump-
tion. The decomposition rate of the forest
floor has increased with harvest in other
forest ecosystems (24) and is expected to
increase in the Pacific Northwest because
sapwood volume is greater in woody detri-
tus from young trees than from old trees
(25) and leaf-litter decay is greater early in
succession (26).
Although detrital components store 25 to

30% of the C in Douglas fir and hemlock
ecosystems, they can be strongly and nega-
tively affected by management manipula-
tions. Coarse woody debris, for example,
virtually disappeared in one simulation of
short harvest rotations and intensive utiliza-
tion (23). Soil organic matter, especially the
light fraction (27), most likely will decrease
under intensive management. In simulations
of repeated 60-year harvests, the reduction

in C storage was stabilized after two rota-
tions (Fig. 3). Increases in living-tree stor-
age brought about by genetic improvement,
nutrient fertilization, and CO2 fertilization
(28) may offset some of the losses from
detrital pools. However, even if coarse
woody debris is the only detrital component
reduced (with a reduction of 100 Mg of C
per hectare), these improvements will need
to nearly double the mean annual increment
at rotation age to offset the losses.

In a comparison of total C storage, there
was 2.2 to 2.3 times as much storage in a
450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga natural stand
as in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga plantation
(Table 1). However, over a landscape, man-
aged forests in the full range of age classes
store less C than a forest of uniform age.
With the assumption of a sustained forest
yield, one can calculate the mean C stored in
a landscape after conversion from the old-
growth condition by averaging over the first
t years of the simulation, where t is rotation
age. For landscapes with rotations of50, 75,
and 100 years, the C stored would be at
most 38, 44, and 51%, respectively, of that
stored in the old-growth stand (29). As
discussed above, these differences are con-
servative because storage in detrital compo-
nents would be greatly reduced with repeat-
ed harvest.

Conversion of old-growth forests to
young plantations invariably reduces C stor-
age, even when structural components in
buildings are considered. Comparison ofthe
actual biomass of an old-growth forest and
that of a 60-year-old forest of similar site
quality indicates that C storage is reduced
350 Mg of C per hectare by conversion,
again a conservative estimate because forests
continue to lose mass for three decades after
disturbance. Model results accounting for
this process indicate that C storage is re-
duced on site by 370 Mg ofC per hectare as
a result of conversion. However, C stored

Table 1. Carbon (33) storage in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga forest and a 450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga
forest.

60-year-old forest 450-year-old forest
Component Mg of C per Rfrne Mg of C per Rernc

hectare Reference hectare Reference

Foliage 5.5 (20) 6.2 (16)
-7.0 (40)

Branchwood 7.0 (20) 26.3 (16)
Boles (wood and bark) 145 (20) 323 (16)
Coarse roots 29 (34) 71 (16)
Fine roots 5.6 (35) 5.6 (16)
Fine woody debris
and forest floor 7.1 (36) 26 (16)

Coarse woody debris 3.8 (37) 97 (25)
-19 (38)

Soil carbon 56 (39) 56 (16)
Total* 259 to 274 611 to 612

*Range given because of variation in estimates for foliage and coarse woody debris.
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off site in buildings offsets some of the
reductions in on-site storage. Given a 42%
conversion of the boles to structural compo-
nents in buildings and a 2% annual replace-
ment of the structures, the conversion of
old-growth to younger forests reduces stor-
age by 305 Mg of C per hectare in one 60-
year rotation. Unless utilization standards
greatly increase and structural components
in buildings can be made to have greater life
expectancy, it is doubtful that repeated har-
vests can offset the original losses caused by
conversion (30).

Conversion of old-growth forests in the
Pacific Northwest has been a significant
source of C in the atmosphere. In western
Oregon and Washington there are 10 x 106
ha of commercial forest land (31). If we use
as a basis the age-class structure of large,
uncut areas, such as those in Mount Rainier
and Olympic national parks, we calculate
that 7 x 106 ha were probably in an old-
growth condition in 1890. Currently,
2 x 106 ha of old growth remain (31); thus
5 x 106 ha have been converted. If C stor-
age has been reduced by -305 to -370 Mg
of C per hectare by the conversion,
1.5 x 109 to 1.8 x 109 Mg of C has been
added to the atmosphere in the last century.
In reality, the total flux from this region
from changes in land use will have been
considerably higher because of the harvest
of second-growth forest, widespread fires,
and the removal offorest land from produc-
tion by such processes as road construction
and urbanization. Given the small area we
are considering, a mere 0.017% of the
earth's land surface, old-growth forest con-
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Fig. 2. Carbon storage, expressed as a percentage
of old-growth storage, in a simulation of a Doug-
las fir and hemlock old-growth ecosystem dis-
turbed by fire or timber harvest. The assumptions
are that fire used in site preparation will remove

50% of the fine woody debris and forest floor and
25% of the coarse woody debris. The simulation
was run with two scenarios: (A) disturbance is
followed by a 50% increase in the decomposition
rate, which decreases 3% annually and reaches
old-growth values in 100 years; (B) disturbance
does not affect decomposition rates.
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Fig 3. Carbon storage expressed as a perccntage
of old-growth storage in a simulation of repeated
harvests on a 60-year rotation. The assumptions
arc that sitc productivity will not change, that
disturbance will inittially increase decomposition
rates 50%1, and that fire used in site preparation
will remove 50% of the fine woody debris and
forest floor and 25% of the coarse woody debris.
Three scenarios were examined: (i) coarse woody
debris and residues such as defcctive boles are left
on site; (ii) coarse woody debris is left but other
residues are removed; and (iii) all residues are left,
but 45% of harvested wood is converted to long-
term storage (buildings and other structures) with
a 2% annual loss.

version appears to account for a noteworthy
2% of the total C released because of land
use changes in the last 100 years (6, 7, 32).
Although reintroducing forests to defor-

ested regions wisl increase C storage in the
biotafl conversion of old-growth forests to
younger forests under current harvesting
and use conditions has added and wige con-
tinue to add C to the atmnosphere. This
conclusion is likely to hold in most forests in
which the age ofharvest is less than the age
required to reach the old-growth stage of
succession. The amount of C added by
conversion will vary among forests, depend-

rg on tflormaxn25 um storage capawty and
the disference between the timber rotation
age and the age of the old-growth state
wiesin the given ecosystem.
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An Aptian Plant with Attached Leaves and Flowers:
Implications for Angiospern Origin

DAVID WINSHIP TAYLOR AND LEO J. HicKEY

Recent phylogenetic studies and fossil finds support a new view of the ancestral
angiosperm. A diminutive fossil angiosperm from the Aptian ofAustralia has attached
leaves, with intermediate pinnate-palmate, low-rank venation, and lateral axes bearing
pistillate organs subtended by bracts and bracteoles that are the oldest direct evidence
of flowers. A variety of data suggests a similar morphology for the ancestral
angiosperm. This hypothesis explains similarities between rhizomatous to herbaceous
Magnoliidae and basal monocots, scarcity of early angiosperm wood, and lack of
recognition of earlier remains.

T HE OLDEST UNEQUIVOCAL ANGIO-
sperm remains, mostly dispersed or-
gans, are from Lower Cretaceous

strata. Fossil pollen is reported from the
Hauterivian of England and Barremian of
West Africa (1), and leaves from the Barre-
mian to Aptian of eastern North America
(2). Unequivocal angiosperm flowers (3)
and wood (4) first appear during the Albian.
These remains show affinities to taxa with
diminutive stature and reproductive organs
(2, 5-7) and to taxa with shrub to tree habit
and moderate-sized, complex flowers (2, 3).
The early and possibly oldest occurrence of
the former conflicts with the existing theory
that the ancestral angiosperm was a small
tree or shrub, with pinnately veined, simple
leaves and flowers of moderate to large size
with numerous reproductive parts (8),
though other views have been proposed (2,
9, 10).
We recently recognized the angiosper-

mous affinities of a plant described by Drin-
nan and Chambers as a fern ("Marsileales ?
indet?") (11) from the Aptian Korumburra
Group of the Gippsland Basin at Koon-
warra, Victoria, Australia (11-13). This fos-
sil has leaves and attached female inflores-
cences (Fig. lA), which are the oldest un-
equivocal angiosperm reproductive struc-

tures. The only angiospermous pollen
reported from Koonwarra, Clavatipollenites
hughesii (12), is of a type having the earliest
range of any flowering plant. Taken togeth-
er, the fossil evidence and recent phyloge-
netic analyses of extant plants (10, 14) are
compatible with a new hypothesis for the
ancestral angiosperm.
The fossil has two leaves attached to the

axis, which bends sharply to the right at the
upper node, and two axillary inflorescences
(Fig. lA). Attachment of the proximal leaf
and distal inflorescence is shown by their
orientation and similarity to the other clear-
ly attached organs. The inflorescences are
masses of overlapping bracts, bracteoloes,
and ovaries; distinct bracts are noticeable at
the apex of the lower inflorescence and
along the right side ofthe upper, where they
overlap the distal petiole.
The axis is thin (1.4 mm wide) and

exhibits longitudinal ridges, which may be
the remains of vascular bundles. Apparent
fragility, an apparently dissected stele, and
co-occurrence of fully expanded, diminutive
leaves with well-developed axillary inflores-
cences suggest a herbaceous habit. Widely
spaced yellow-brown, translucent, discoidal
impressions (0.03 to 0.04 mm; Fig. lG)
occurring throughout the fossil may be the
remains of ethereal oil cells.
The leaves are alternately arranged (Fig.

lA). The lower (Fig. lE) has a long petiole
that clasps the axis, and a lamina that is
apparently folded over distally (Figs. lE and

702

2A). Evidence for folding derives from two
major veins that extend to the margin and
abruptly reverse at the fold; complex, anom-
alously dense higher venation apparently
resulting from superimposition oftwo levels
ofveins; and lack ofa carbonaceous thicken-
ing along the folded margin. The leaf is
simple, unlobed, slightly asymmetrical at the
base, and broadly ovate, to 10.1 mm wide.
The lower laminar margin is darkly stained,
suggesting a thickening, and has an inferred
incipient sinus (at indentation on left; Fig.
1E). The overfolded upper portion appears
to be dissected into three deeply incised
dentations. Evidence for dentations, rather
than tears, is the symmetry of their outline
and vein convergence toward their apices.
A five-stranded vascular trunk emerges

into the leaf blade (Figs. 1E and 2A) with
the medial strand composed oftwo bundles.
The vein pattern qualifies equally as very
loosely and irregularly palinactinodromous
or weakly pinnate with three to four pairs of
secondary veins. The basal two pairs are
crowded proximally and arise as lateral bun-
dles directly from the petiole at an acute
angle. The festooned brochidodromous dis-
tal secondaries have irregular spacing and
angles of origin, branch dichotomously to
form loose and irregular loops in at least two
series, and are poorly differentiated from the
primary and tertiary venation.

Tertiary and higher (to fifth) order veins
(Figs. 1E and 2A) form a random reticulum
in which vein orders cannot be consistently
determined, and the angle of tertiary vein
origin is irregular but mostly acute. A fim-
brial vein appears to be present. Areolation
is apparently incomplete or possibly lacking
over some of the leaf. The leaf-rank (15) is
very low first rank, the lowest of any leaf
described or examined among basal angio-
sperms (16).
The inflorescence (Fig. 1A) is peduncu-

late and cymose, probably a thryse (to 9 mm
long), with ovate bracts (to 3.5 mm long; b
in Fig. 1, A and F) attached to a primary
axis. There appear to be two axillary brac-
teoles (br in Fig. 1F) and within these is at
least one ovary. The small, oblong ovaries
(Fig. 1C; 0.57 mm wide) have a short
stigma (Fig. IC) and no style. There is no
evidence of a suture, and, although the
specially placed stigma is typical of ascidate
carpels, the ovary could be syncarpous.

Leafcharacters alone reveal the angiosper-
mous affinities of the fossil. Random-reticu-
late venation with anastomoses at several
vein orders, a multistrand splaying out into
the laminar base forming an indeterminate
actinodromous-brochidodromous venation,
and incomplete areoles occur in combina-
tion only in angiosperms (5, 16). In addi-
tion, the morphology of the reproductive
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Abstract
Barrett, T.M. 2014. Storage and flux of carbon in live trees, snags, and logs in 

the Chugach and Tongass National Forests. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-889. 
Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest 
Research Station. 44 p.

Carbon storage and flux estimates for the two national forests in Alaska are pro-
vided using inventory data from permanent plots established in 1995–2003 and 
remeasured in 2004–2010. Estimates of change are reported separately for growth, 
sapling recruitment, harvest, mortality, snag recruitment, salvage, snag falldown, 
and decay. Although overall aboveground carbon mass in live trees did not change 
in the Tongass National Forest, the Chugach National Forest showed a 4.5 percent 
increase. For the Tongass National Forest, results differed substantially for managed 
and unmanaged forest: managed lands had higher per-acre rates of sequestration 
through growth and recruitment, and carbon stores per acre that were higher for 
decomposing downed wood, and lower for live trees and snags. The species com-
position of carbon stores is changing on managed lands, with a carbon mass loss 
for yellow-cedar but increases for red alder and Sitka spruce. On unmanaged lands, 
the Chugach National forest had carbon mass increases in Sitka spruce and white 
spruce, and the Tongass National Forest had increases in western redcedar and red 
alder.

Keywords: Biomass, carbon cycle, carbon sequestration, phytomass, rain forest. 



Summary
Carbon accounting is becoming of increasing importance to forest managers, as 
markets develop for private forest landowners and public land managers incorporate 
carbon services into planning and management. In this report, inventory data from 
permanent plots established in 1995–2003 and remeasured in 2004–2010 are used 
to provide estimates of aboveground carbon storage and flux for the two national 
forests in Alaska. Estimates of change are reported separately for growth, sapling 
recruitment, harvest, mortality, snag recruitment, salvage, snag falldown, and 
decay.

For the Chugach National Forest, key findings are:

• The overall increase in live tree carbon mass was substantial, estimated 
as a 4.5 percent increase from 1999–2003 to 2004–2010, equivalent to an 
increase of
• 0.8 percent per year
• 165,000 tons of carbon mass (C) per year for the forest, and
• 552 lbs of C per forest acre per year

Although a recent increase in live tree biomass is not unusual for a national 
forest, the increase for the Chugach National Forest is not attributable to fire 
suppression or past harvest, unlike most other forests. We do not know whether 
the observed increase is caused by recovery from past disturbances (e.g., spruce 
beetle outbreaks) or is a result of warming temperatures in the region.

• Significant increases of live tree carbon mass occurred for the Sitka spruce 
and white spruce tree species. 

• Cottonwood, paper birch, western hemlock, and white spruce forest types 
all showed significant increases in live tree carbon mass. 

• No tree species or forest type showed a significant decrease in live tree 
carbon mass.

For the Tongass National Forest, key findings from this report are:

• The Tongass National Forest stores massive amounts of forest carbon, more 
than any other national forest in the United States. The estimated above-
ground average carbon density in the forest was 70 tons per acre in live 
trees, snags, and logs in 9.7 million ac of forest.



• Growth and recruitment of live trees removes from the atmosphere an 
estimated 760 lbs of carbon per acre per year, but net change in live carbon 
mass was not significantly different from zero, with mortality and harvest 
estimated at 670 lbs of carbon per acre per year. Turnover in the live tree 
and snag pool was estimated as 0.6 percent per year and 2.6 percent per 
year, respectively.

• On managed forest lands (estimated at 446,000 ac), there were significant 
increases in Sitka spruce and red alder live tree carbon mass, and a signifi-
cant decrease in yellow-cedar carbon mass.

• On unmanaged forest (estimated at 6,294,000 ac with an additional 
2,974,000 ac of unsampled forest in wilderness), there was a large (6.6 
percent) increase in western redcedar carbon mass and also a significant 
increase in red alder carbon mass.

• Growth and recruitment was much higher in managed forest (1,608 lbs per 
acre per year) than in unmanaged forest (690 lbs per acre per year), and 
natural mortality was much lower (278 lbs per acre per year versus 619 lbs 
per acre per year). 

• Carbon density on unmanaged forest was estimated as 72 tons per acre, 
split as 7 percent logs, 13 percent snags, and 80 percent live trees. Carbon 
density on managed forest was estimated as 45 tons per acre, split as 38 
percent logs, 8 percent snags, and 54 percent live trees.

• Although management choices could potentially increase carbon sequestra-
tion in second-growth stands, e.g., by altering rotation lengths or utilization 
of harvested material, this report does not make any specific recommenda-
tions owing to the relatively small number of managed stands (58) that fell 
within the field plots.
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1

Storage and Flux of Carbon in Live Trees, Snags, and Logs in the Chugach and Tongass National Forests

1

Introduction
Carbon dioxide (CO2) is thought to play a major role in global climate change, and 
as a result, efforts to measure the levels of carbon sequestration, storage, and flux in 
forests are of increasing interest to forest land managers. For national forests in the 
United States, this undertaking was reflected in several significant new develop-
ments that occurred in 2012:

1. Thirty years after publication of the original forest planning rule under the 
National Forest Management Act, a new forest planning rule was finalized. 
Among other requirements, new assessments for each national forest are to 
include a baseline assessment of carbon stocks, and forests are to monitor 
changes related to climate change and other stressors.

2. National forests began to use an annual “Climate Change Scorecard” 
assessment. Questions that forests now consider include progress toward a 
baseline assessment of carbon stocks, as well as an assessment of how dis-
turbance and management activities are influencing carbon stocks, seques-
tration, and emissions.

This report is intended to help the two national forests in Alaska, the Chugach 
and the Tongass, make progress toward these new assessments by providing infor-
mation on storage and flux of carbon in live and dead trees within the forests based 
on data collected by the USDA Forest Service Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) 
program. In addition, by providing estimates of temporal flux between carbon 
pools, the results reported here can improve understanding of some types of recent 
changes occurring in the national forests and their surrounding ecosystems. 

Methods
Data

The estimates in this report are derived from remeasured inventory plots installed 
by FIA. Only trees of at least 5 in diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) were used for 
analysis because a change in the plot layout resulted in no remeasurement informa-
tion for smaller trees. The first inventories were installed from 1995 to 2000 in 
southeast Alaska (van Hees 2003) and from 1999 to 2003 in south-central Alaska 
(van Hees 2005). These combined inventories are referred to here as the “periodic” 
inventory. Many of these plots are being remeasured in the current “annual” FIA 
inventory system. This report combines those periodic (1995–2003) inventory plots 
with the remeasurement of those plots from 2004 to 2010; remeasurement intervals 
are shown for the Chugach National Forest in table 1 and for the Tongass National 
Forest in table 2. The period for remeasurement, which varied from 1 to 15 years, is 
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a relatively short period to expect to see changes for such a large region. The varied 
interval of time for plot measurements complicates interpretation, as does the use 
of average annual values. For example, even if mortality rates were absolutely 
constant during the inventory period, an annual mortality rate calculated from plots 
remeasured after 1 year will be a little higher than the rate calculated from plots 
remeasured after a decade.

Detailed information on how measurements were taken can be found in the 
respective field manuals at http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/fia/publications/fieldmanuals. 
Although the two national forests in Alaska are the focus of this report, the inven-
tory crosses all ownerships (figs. 1 and 2). Plots were identified with each national 
forest using an administrative ownership variable in the FIA database. About 90.8 

Table 1—Number of remeasured forested plots by years of 
measurement, Chugach National Forest

Year of first measurement

Year of second measurement 1999 2001 2002 2003 All years
2004 7 1 2 1 11
2005 4 2 3 0 9
2006 8 3 1 0 12
2007 7 2 4 0 13
2008 9 1 3 0 13
2009 6 3 3 0 12
2010 8 0 5 0 13
  All years 49 12 21 1 83

Table 2—Number of remeasured forested plots by years of measurement, 
Tongass National Forest

Year of first measurement

Year of second measurement 1995 1996 1997 1998 2000 All years
2004 18 25 22 10 3 78
2005 21 15 22 22 2 82
2006 18 28 31 22 3 102
2007 24 24 26 13 0 87
2008 27 20 30 23 2 102
2009 23 20 33 11 2 89
2010 21 34 33 18 4 110
  All years 152 166 197 119 16 650
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Figure 1—Forest inventory plots and ownership in and surrounding the Chugach National Forest, southeast Alaska. Depicted plot 
locations are approximate.
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Figure 2—Forest inventory plots and ownership in and surrounding the Tongass National Forest, southeast Alaska. Depicted plot 
locations are approximate.

percent of the periodic inventory plots are being remeasured in the annual inven-
tory, although plots that are inaccessible in either inventory reduce the number 
available for analysis. About 70 percent of the periodic plots (a random sample of 
the 90.8 percent) had been remeasured by the end of the 2010 field season.

For analysis of change, only remeasurement plots and only portions of plots that 
were forested in both periods were used. That results in estimates that usually are 
smaller and less precise than when either the full periodic dataset or the full annual 
dataset is used (tables 3, 4, 5, and 6). In general, the periodic inventory used a more 
restrictive definition of forest land, by excluding Krummholz forest and by using a 
canopy cover definition that was less likely to define an area as forest than was the 
stocking definition used from 2004 to 2010. 
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Table 3—Effect of different estimation methods on forest type area, Chugach 
National Forest 

Without wilderness study area With wilderness study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb 

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Adjustment 
factordForest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand acres

Yellow-cedar — — — — — — —
Black cottonwood 20 12 18 12 18 12 0.90
Black spruce 5 6 5 6 5 6 1.00
Lodgepole pine — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock 287 45 351 45 784 158 2.73
Pacific silver fir — — — — — — —
Paper birch 25 16 20 13 20 13 0.80
Quaking aspen — — — — — — —
Sitka spruce 111 29 138 31 138 31 1.24
Western hemlock 127 32 140 33 140 33 1.10
Western redcedar — — — — — — —
White spruce 20 12 23 13 23 13 1.15

  All forest types 596 52 703 52 1135 160 1.90
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small 
number of plots, this will not do well at representing forest in the wilderness study area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories; this method is what was used for estimates of 
change in this report and is labeled with “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. These estimates 
should match what would be produced from the national database using the current inven-
tory and are labeled with “all 2004–2010 plots.”
d For an approximate extrapolation of change estimates to all forest (including the wilder-
ness study area), one could multiply carbon estimates for each forest type by this adjust-
ment factor.

SE = Standard error of the estimate. The total plus or minus the standard error provides a 
68 percent confidence interval, and the total plus or minus two standard errors is about a 95 
percent confidence interval for the estimate.
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Table 4—Effect of different estimation methods on carbon mass in live trees, 
Chugach National Forest

Without wilderness study area
With wilderness 

study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb 

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 358 221 413 243 413 243
Black spruce — — 9 7 9 7
Mountain hemlock 7,755 1,492 9,382 1,510 20,839 6,488
Paper birch 147 75 158 77 158 77
Sitka spruce 5,553 1,177 8,309 1,792 10,292 2,409
Western hemlock 6,637 1,919 7,182 1,860 7,270 1,863
White spruce 358 138 497 180 497 180
  All species 20,809 2,707 25,951 3,117 39,478 7,822
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small 
number of plots, this will not serve well at representing forest in the wilderness study 
area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories or any trees ≤5 in diameter at breast height; 
this method is what was used for change estimates in this report and is denoted with the 
note “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. This method 
is denoted by the use of “all 2004–2010 plots.”

SE = Standard error.
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Table 5—Effect of different estimation methods on forest type area, Tongass National Forest

Without inaccessible wilderness area With inaccessible wilderness areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Adjustment 
factordForest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand acres
Yellow-cedar 1,261 99 1,433 101 2,199 221 1.74
Black cottonwood 36 18 36 17 98 59 2.72
Lodgepole pine 286 48 348 50 348 50 1.22
Mountain hemlock 820 78 1,229 90 2,013 214 2.45
Red alder 22 12 36 16 36 16 1.64
Sitka spruce 434 60 590 67 839 130 1.93
Subalpine fir — 4 4 4 4 na
Western hemlock 2,374 117 2,479 114 3,219 222 1.36
Western redcedar 575 66 587 63 960 148 1.67
  All forest types 5,808 105 6,741 101 9,715 233 1.67
a Includes wilderness area plots measured in 2005. 
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots that were not 
included in both inventories; this method is what was used for estimates of change in this report and is 
labeled with “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. These estimates should match 
what would be produced from the national database using the current inventory and are labeled with “all 
2004–2010 plots.”
d Calculated as the estimate from all plots divided by the estimate from remeasurement plots only. For 
an approximate extrapolation of change estimates to all forest (including the wilderness study area), one 
could multiply carbon estimates for each forest type by this adjustment factor.
SE = Standard error of the estimate. The total plus or minus the standard error provides a 68 percent 
confidence interval, and the total plus or minus two standard errors is about a 95-percent confidence 
interval for the estimate.
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Table 6—Effect of different estimation methods on carbon mass in live trees, 
Tongass National Forest

Without wilderness study area
With wilderness 

study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons

Yellow-cedar 40,539 2,691 45,318 2,695 70,905 5,831
Black cottonwood 480 244 502 247 1,549 978
Lodgepole pine 4,563 485 4,840 488 6,923 1,093
Mountain hemlock 36,213 2,821 42,256 2,958 74,999 9,209
Oregon crab apple 1 1 1 1 1 1
Pacific silver fir 7 9 60 45 60 45
Red alder 717 194 1,824 390 2,092 437
Sitka spruce 65,426 5,916 81,481 6,252 116,012 11,883
Subalpine fir 144 102 127 83 127 83
Western hemlock 153,171 8,100 161,065 7,718 211,628 11,876
Western redcedar 20,174 2,209 21,566 2,144 45,051 8,571
  All species 321,436 10,811 359,040 10,391 529,347 19,558
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small num-
ber of plots, this will not serve well at representing forest in the wilderness study area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories or any trees ≤5 in diameter at breast height; 
this method is what was used for change estimates in this report and is denoted with the 
note “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. This method 
is denoted by the use of “all 2004–2010 plots.”

SE = Standard error.

Helicopter use is not allowed within much of the wilderness on the Tongass 
and the wilderness study area on the Chugach. Owing to this restriction, these 
areas were inaccessible during the periodic inventory. During the annual inventory, 
access was permitted in 2005, and 50 forested plots were measured in Tongass 
wilderness and 9 forested plots in the Chugach wilderness study area. However, 
after an environmental assessment, the areas were again removed from the inven-
tory in 2006. Because none of the wilderness plots had remeasurement data, they 
are excluded from all estimates of change in carbon storage in this report but were 
included in comparisons of methods of estimations of forest type area (tables 3 
and 5) and carbon mass (tables 4 and 6).
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On the Chugach, of the 107 nonwilderness annual plots measured between 
2004 and 2010, just 83 were remeasured plots and only two of these had a record 
of past silvicultural activities, thus managed forest is not reported as a separate 
category for the Chugach National Forest. On the Tongass, there are 801 nonwilder-
ness forested FIA plots that were measured between 2004 and 2010; of those, 650 
are remeasured plots that were initially established in the 1995–2000 inventory.

On the Tongass, 58 stands with remeasurement data had a record indicating 
some type of vegetation manipulation, usually clearcutting. (Note: stands are called 
“condition classes” by FIA, and denote an area of forest that is homogenous with 
respect to forest type, owner group, stand size, regeneration status, tree density, 
and reserved status. Although most plots intersect only a single stand, many plots 
intersect multiple stands.) Fifty-eight managed stands were sufficient to allow some 
separate analysis of managed and unmanaged forest, which was helpful because 
of the substantially different trajectories in carbon storage and flux. Classification 
as managed forest was based on a combination of time since clearcut harvest (a 
variable that was collected in the periodic inventory), records of trees harvested 
between the two inventory measurements, written plot descriptions, and the forest’s 
geographic information system layer for stand management. The managed category 
also includes some residual trees within harvest areas, and a few stands with selec-
tive or salvage logging, and thus the plots in the managed forest category include 
areas with complex structure and older trees in addition to areas of even-aged 
second growth. 

Estimates of carbon in down wood debris1 (DWD) are included based on 
transects that were installed in the periodic inventory (1995–2003). Although DWD 
was measured on a 1/16th subsample of plots from 2004 to 2010, the small number 
of these plots means it is not possible to measure change in DWD with sufficient 
precision for meaningful estimates. Down woody debris measurements were taken 
only on the first stand (condition class) of each plot, which causes more imprecision 
compared to live tree or snag estimates. Some plots with forest did not have DWD 
measurements taken, either because of snow or because only a small portion of the 
plot contained forest. Although this could create some bias in the estimates, less 
than 2.4 percent of the sampled forested area fell into this category, so the bias is 
likely to be minimal. 

Because of the many procedural differences between the 1995–2003 inventory 
and the 2004–2010 inventory, trying to estimate change by simple comparison of 

1 The term “snag” is equivalent to the term “standing dead tree” used by FIA, and is 
defined as a dead tree that is at least 5 in d.b.h., has a bole with an unbroken length of at 
least 4.5 ft, and is less than a minimum number of degrees from vertical. Minimum lean 
angles used differed between the first and second inventories.
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the two inventories would produce inaccurate estimates of carbon and biomass 
change for Alaska’s national forests. To be able to estimate change accurately, a 
number of edits to the dataset were required: 

(1) Building a stratification customized for remeasurement. 

(2) Reconciling every tree in the first inventory for its status at remeasure-
ment (live, snag, harvested, or dead and down). 

(3) Reconciling the first inventory for (a) trees that would not meet the 
current definition for inclusion; (b) trees that had been missed; (c) species 
codes that were incorrect; and (d) incorrect tree status, most typically trees 
that had been recorded as dead but were found to have a few live branches 
in the second inventory.

(4) Adjusting for a definition of forest that changed from a cover-based to 
a stocking-based definition by including only portions of plots that were 
forested in both periods. Although this was the best choice available, it 
prevented the calculation of estimates of biomass/carbon change associated 
either with forest encroachment (such as increasing treeline) or permanent 
deforestation (such as when land is developed for housing or roads).

Statistical methods for calculating standard errors are the current standard 
methods used by FIA, as described in Bechtold and Patterson (2005). Some esti-
mates report carbon mass per forest acre; these are produced using a combined ratio 
of means estimator (Cochran 1977). Where change estimates are called significant, 
it means that the 95 percent confidence interval (CI) does not contain zero; the 95- 
percent CI is created by multiplying the estimated standard error by 1.96 and add-
ing (or subtracting) it from the estimated mean. 

Standard FIA reports, including the most recent report for coastal Alaska 
(Barrett and Christensen 2011), drop nonsampled plots (hazardous or access denied) 
from the stratification process, so that estimates approximate population totals. The 
disadvantage of doing this is that it requires an assumption that nonsampled plots 
are no different from the strata mean estimated from remaining plots; as nons-
ampled plots tend to be on steeper ground (when hazardous) or at high elevation 
(where snow often prevents access), this assumption can be incorrect. In this report, 
the nonsampled plots were left in the stratification, with the result that estimated 
population totals will be smaller. Tables 3 through 6 show the difference that 
results from using these different methods. In addition, the area that was sampled 
for remeasurement is smaller than the area currently in the inventory, because the 
current inventory includes 1 year of data from national forest wilderness and the 
boundaries for that wilderness shifted between inventories. 
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If extrapolation to the entire forest is desired, one might multiply per-acre val-
ues for specific forest types by the additional estimated land area. For example, in 
the Chugach National Forest, the area of Sitka spruce forest is estimated as 111,000 
ac using the remeasurement data, and 138,000 ac when the wilderness study area 
is included, or an increase of 24 percent (table 3), and the remeasurement data 
provides an estimate that carbon mass in Sitka spruce forest type increased at a rate 
of 56,000 tons per year. One could then make an educated guess that the increase 
including the wilderness study area was 56,000 × 1.24 = 69,400 tons. This is just 
a rough approximation, however, as there is no guarantee that Sitka spruce forest 
in the wilderness study area changed similarly to Sitka spruce forest outside of the 
wilderness study area.

Carbon Calculations

The aboveground carbon pools estimated in this report are those of (1) the live 
tree pool; (2) the snag2 pool; and (3) the DWD (or log) pool (fig. 3). Carbon fluxes 
that are estimated in this report are (a) recruitment, (b) growth, and (c) mortality 
for the live tree pool and (d) snag recruitment, (e) decay, and (f) falldown for the 
snag pool (fig. 3). Net change in the live tree pool is measured as recruitment plus 
growth, minus mortality and harvest. Net change in the snag pool is equal to snag 
recruitment (part of live tree mortality) minus decay, falldown, and salvage. Within 
the forest ecosystem are a number of carbon pools that are not included here, such 
as carbon within non-tree vegetation, carbon within tree roots and stumps, and 
carbon in soil and litter. There are also a number of fluxes that are not estimated, 
including carbon moving from vegetation to soil or water, or decay of logs. Some 
current research projects are underway in the region to provide information about 
these processes.

Several different methods are available for calculating biomass and carbon for 
Alaska forests from individual tree measurements of diameter, species, and height. 
In this report, species-specific direct biomass estimators published in the research 
literature have been used, most of them developed for British Columbia (for rain 
forest species) or Alberta (for boreal species). A different method, which has typi-
cally been developed to address species without direct biomass equations, is called 
the “component ratio” method. In this method, tree volume equations are modified 
with estimated density to derive biomass estimates for the main part of the bole, 
and ratios are then applied to estimate biomass of components such as bark, top, 

2 The data for down wood debris estimates is courtesy of Mikhail Yatskov, Ph.D. candidate, 
Oregon State University.
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Figure 3—Carbon flux between the (1) live, (2) snag, and (3) log pools of the forest.

branches, and foliage. This method has commonly been used in other states, but 
because of the low tree species diversity in Alaska, and resulting availability of 
species-specific biomass equations for all our major species, the component ratio 
method has not been used by FIA in Alaska. A third method, also not used in this 
report, has been used to produce many of the biomass variables in the database at 
the national FIA website (http://www.fia.fs.fed.us/tools-data/default.asp), and it 
is based on the component ratio method with adjustments based on Jenkins et al. 
(2003) and others (see Woudenberg et al. 2013, appendix J). 

Although attempts to develop a unified national method provides some consis-
tency across regions, when used at a regional level these can produce estimates very 
different from estimates that use regional equations (e.g., Fried and Zhou 2008). 
The only way to compare accuracy of competing methods is to test them against 
independent datasets, which are very scarce because of the cost of drying and 
weighing trees. In general, because the regional equations are species specific, are 
based on both diameter and height, were derived from research specifically meant 
to estimate biomass, and are built from observations for trees typically sampled 
from ecosystems similar to where they are being applied, the local equations are 
probably preferable for any use other than national-level estimates. The regional 
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variables are also available as part of the database on the national FIA website, and 
can be found in a separate tree table. In both this report and standard national FIA 
applications, carbon mass is assumed to be equal to 0.5 of dry biomass. Because of 
the simplicity of conversion, estimates are shown for carbon mass, and it is left to 
the reader to multiply by two if dry biomass estimates are desired.

The regional equation sets for Alaska trees come from the following published 
sources:

Tree type Biomass citation

Seedlings Alemdag (1984)
Paper birch Alemdag (1984)
Black spruce Manning et al. (1984)
Cottonwood Singh (1984)
Lodgepole pine3 Manning et al. (1984)
Mountain hemlock Shaw (1979)
Pacific silver fir Krumlik and Kimmins (1973)
Red alder Standish (1983)
Sitka spruce Standish (1983)
Tamarack Singh (1984)
Western hemlock Shaw (1979)
Western redcedar Shaw (1979)
White spruce Manning et al. (1984)
Yellow-cedar Standish (1983)

3 Based on the location of plots, all sampled lodgepole trees are believed to be the shore 
pine subspecies (Pinus contorta Dougl. Ex Loudon subsp. contorta).

Currently, most regions of the country, including Alaska, do not have adjust-
ments for portions of tree tops that are broken off (“missing tops”) in the national or 
regional biomass variables in the publicly available FIA database. However, missing 
tops are being increasingly accounted for in biomass or volume variables within 
some regional databases, thus biomass estimates for snags in this report have been 
adjusted to account for missing tops using simple conic geometry. No deductions 
were made for missing tops on live trees (which is much less common than missing 
tops on snags), because information for this had not been collected in the periodic 
southeast Alaska inventory.

Deductions for decay class have also typically not been available in national 
and regional databases. However, a Forest Service publication was recently devel-
oped to provide information on adjustments for decay in snags and logs (Harmon et 
al. 2011) and adjustments to the component-ratio variables in the national database 
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are now being made. For this reason, wood decay deductions based on decay class 
estimated in the field (using Harmon et al. 2011, table 6) were made for both snags 
and logs in this report. These decay class deductions, along with missing top deduc-
tions, will produce some differences from values for snags published in Andersen 
(2011). Decay class for snags was set at the values measured during the periodic 
inventory because of a change in methodology, so estimates of carbon lost in snag 
decay represent reductions from fragmentation rather than progression to a higher 
decay class. 

Chugach National Forest
Excluding its wilderness study area, tree biomass and carbon on the Chugach 
National Forest is fairly evenly split between three tree species: mountain hemlock, 
western hemlock, and Sitka spruce (table 7). White spruce, black cottonwood, and 
paper birch combined comprise only about 5 percent of total carbon mass, and 
other species such as black spruce or quaking aspen comprise less than 1 percent of 
carbon mass. Looking at the distribution by forest type instead of species provides 
similar results (table 8).

Compared to other species, white spruce has a higher proportion of carbon in 
snags (table 7; the white spruce proportion is 202/699 = 29 percent compared to 
proportions of 2 to 9 percent for other species). This is likely the result of spruce 
beetle outbreaks in the 1990s, as is the slightly elevated proportion of dead Sitka 
spruce (9 percent) compared to the two hemlock species (4 percent for mountain 
hemlock and 5 percent for western hemlock).

Although the total carbon mass in mountain hemlock, western hemlock, and 
Sitka spruce forest types is similar within the Chugach National Forest, the density 
is much higher for the western hemlock and Sitka spruce forest types (table 9). 

Overall, there was a 4.5-percent increase in carbon mass in live trees in the 
Chugach National Forest from the first inventory (1999–2003) to the second inven-
tory (2004–2010) (table 10). A recent increase in biomass is not unusual among 
national forests. Most U.S. national forests have been experiencing recent increases 
in carbon and biomass (Heath et al. 2010), with increases in recent decades gener-
ally attributed to temporal changes in harvesting or the long-term effect of fire 
suppression (Goodale et al. 2002). 

What makes the observed 4.5-percent increase interesting is that neither of 
these causes is a satisfactory explanation for the Chugach National Forest. With 
few roads, challenging topography, and high recreational and subsistence use, little 
harvest has occurred on the Chugach during the past half century. Forested areas 
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Table 7—Carbon mass in live trees and snags on the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 413 243 11 8 424 243
Black spruce 9 7 1 1 10 8
Mountain hemlock 9,382 1,510 418 96 9,800 1,545
Paper birch 158 77 4 5 162 77
Quaking aspen — — 4 4 4 4
Sitka spruce 8,309 1,792 860 281 9,169 1,928
Western hemlock 7,182 1,860 359 111 7,541 1,923
White spruce 497 180 202 124 699 269
  All species 25,951 3,117 1,859 345 27,810 3,271

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the wilderness 
study area.
SE = Standard error.

Table 8—Carbon in live trees and snags by forest type within the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees
Forest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 632 419 33 32 665 425
Black spruce 5 6 6 8 11 14
Mountain hemlock 9,375 1,731 788 222 10,163 1,851
Paper birch 98 82 7 6 105 88
Sitka spruce 7,112 2,277 409 175 7,521 2,402
Western hemlock 8,483 2,373 602 241 9,085 2,494
White spruce 247 139 14 10 260 147
  All forest types 25,951 3,117 1,859 345 27,810 3,271

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the wilder-
ness study area.
SE = Standard error.
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Table 9—Carbon mass per acre in trees by forest type in the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees
Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre
Black cottonwood 48,962 30,191 2,589 2,133 51,551 30,052
Black spruce 2,023 410 2,504 507 4,527 917
Mountain hemlock 53,403 7,030 4,488 1,090 57,890 7,359
Paper birch 9,871 5,237 694 427 10,565 5,658
Sitka spruce 102,917 23,682 5,922 2,132 108,839 24,889
Western hemlock 121,024 16,960 8,591 2,727 129,616 16,729
White spruce 21,766 3,906 1,197 492 22,964 4,036
  All forest types 73,873 7,599 5,292 909 79,165 7,881

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the 
wilderness study area.
SE = Standard error.

Table 10—Change in carbon mass in live trees by species from the first inventory (1999–2003) to the second 
inventory (2004–2010), Chugach National Forest

Carbon 
1999–2003 Mortality Growth Ingrowth Net change

Net change 
as percent of 
1999–2003Species Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Thousand tons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Percent
Black cottonwood 358 221 17 13 55 39 1 2 40 41 11
Mountain hemlock 7,755 1,492 151 97 349 162 28 8 226 192 3
Paper birch 147 75 22 15 22 15 15
Sitka spruce 5,553 1,177 205 125 572 134 38 15 405 168 7
Western hemlock 6,637 1,919 125 59 269 175 25 9 168 177 3
White spruce 358 138 6 6 66 29 18 11 78 35 22
  All species 20,809 2,707 504 167 1,333 292 110 22 939 325 5

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

are within a comparably low fire frequency regime, owing to relatively low tem-
peratures, high cloud cover, and ample precipitation in the summer months.

The last major spruce beetle outbreak in the region occurred in the 1990s, and 
the area most affected was not within the Chugach boundaries. Although recovery 
from the spruce beetle could be contributing to some biomass and carbon increase, 
one might expect the majority of effect to be delayed until regenerating trees 
approach the point of maximum mean annual increment, which would be quite a 
few years in the future. However, there was a previous large outbreak in the 1970s 
and 1980s (Berg et al. 2006), and there could be some ongoing recovery from that. 
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Likewise, there could have been other disturbances in the past (wind events, long-
ago harvests, insect outbreaks) that are now contributing to the net increase of live 
tree biomass. 

Climate change or CO2 increase could also be contributing to the higher 
biomass storage. To put the observed changes into context, with the possible excep-
tion of a few small refugia, almost all of the Chugach was covered by ice during the 
last glacial maximum approximately 23,000 years BP (Reger et al. 2007). Pollen 
studies suggest that migration of coastal tree species back into the contemporary 
forest lands has been a long, slow process, with mountain hemlock and Sitka spruce 
moving into Prince William Sound only around 3,000 years BP (Ager 1999). Many 
of the Sitka spruce and hemlock trees in the Chugach were alive at the end of the 
Little Ice Age in the 1850s, and warming since then is thought to have facilitated 
the expansion of black spruce in the Kenai lowlands (Berg et al. 2009). In more 
recent times, trees included in these inventories would have been affected by the 
relatively warmer, drier phase of the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, which began in 
the mid-1970s (Whitfield et al. 2010). Weather station data in the region show that 
average growing season temperatures during the inventory period (1999–2010) 
were slightly warmer than the 30-year climate “normal” preceding the start of the 
inventory (1969–1998) (fig. 4). 
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Figure 4—Average summer temperatures in the Chugach area were slightly warmer during the inventory 
period compared to the climate “normals” preceding the start of the inventory. Bars indicate average 
inventory summer temperature minus preceding 30-year averages.
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Higher elevation treelines and afforestation resulting from lower water tables, 
although they have been observed in this region (Berg et al. 2009, Dial et al. 
2007), are not explanatory causes for the observed carbon mass increase because 
of the methods that were used, which analyzed only trends within existing forest. 
However, climate warming and CO2 increases could be affecting carbon storage 
and flux in a variety of ways. Growth rates will generally increase with increas-
ing CO2 or with warmer temperatures, provided that soil water availability is not 
limiting. Maximum biomass density in forests tends to be relatively constant across 
a broad range of sites for any given tree species owing to self-thinning (Reineke 
1933, White 1981), so that the stand density index (in the absence of disturbance) 
can be expected to be less affected by climate change or CO2 increase than either 
mortality or growth rates. But there could be displacement of lower volume species 
(such as hardwoods or white spruce) by higher volume species (such as Sitka spruce 
and western hemlock). Increased stocking could occur in more marginal habitats 
as growing conditions improve (Vanclay and Sands 2009). More favorable grow-
ing conditions might even allow individual trees to reach a taller maximum height 
(Ryan and Yoder 1997). 

Teasing out the best explanations for the observed change is difficult because 
of the relatively small number of plots. When looked at as an average annual rate, 
all the tree species show a nominal increase in live tree carbon mass. However, 
only Sitka spruce and white spruce have increases that are more than 1.96 times 
the standard error from zero (indicating statistically significant differences for a 
95-percent CI), with estimated annual increases of 3.6 percent for white spruce and 
1 percent for Sitka spruce (tables 10 and 11). By forest type, the highest increase in 
per-acre carbon occurred in the cottonwood, western hemlock, and white spruce 
forest types (table 12).

Although the Chugach’s 165,000 tons per year net accumulation in live tree 
carbon may seem small compared to the live tree carbon pool of 26 million tons, it 
is a significant local carbon sink. The equivalent CO2 sequestration rate would be 
605,000 tons per year, given the equivalency rate of 3.67 tons of CO2.

However, the net increase of live tree carbon on the Chugach is just one 
component of carbon dynamics within the larger regional landscape. During the 
same period, there was a decrease in live tree carbon mass on private lands in the 
southeast/south-central region comparable in magnitude to the increase observed 
on the Chugach. In addition, we do not know if the increase in live tree carbon on 
the Chugach is being augmented or counterbalanced by changes in the DWD and 
belowground carbon pools. 
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Table 11—Annual change in live tree carbon 
mass by species for the Chugach National 
Forest

Species  Total SE

 Thousand tons per year

Black cottonwood  5 4 
Mountain hemlock  65 55 
Paper birch  3 2 
Sitka spruce  56 23 
Western hemlock  22 22 
White spruce  13 6 
  All species 165 67 

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which 
do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

Table 12—Per-acre annual change in live tree 
carbon mass by forest type, Chugach National 
Forest

Forest type Mean SE

 Pounds per acre per year

Black cottonwood  964 448
Black spruce  23 —
Mountain hemlock  493 406
Paper birch  377 142
Sitka spruce  383 426
Western hemlock  787 354
White spruce  773 297
  All forest types  552 225

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which 
do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.
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There was an estimated 1.6-percent decrease in carbon stored in snags, which 
was not significantly different from zero (table 13). When this is shown as per-acre 
annual change, all the forest types except Sitka spruce had a nominal decrease in 
snags but none was statistically significant at the 95 percent CI except paper birch 
(table 14). Estimates for snag carbon mass typically have higher sampling error than 
live trees. In addition, there is some additional uncertainty for the estimates of snag 
loss, owing to data collection procedures (see discussion of snag estimates for the 
Tongass National Forest).

When the DWD transects from the periodic inventory were used, there was an 
estimated 10 (±2) Mg per ha of carbon mass in down logs in forest lands within the 
Chugach National Forest, or 4.6 (±0.8) tons per acre. There are not enough plots 
to precisely estimate DWD carbon mass by forest type within the Chugach, so in 
table 15, values for these forest types within the larger inventory region are shown. 
Although down wood carbon mass in the white spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
western hemlock forest within the Chugach is similar to the regional values, the 
carbon mass in logs in Sitka spruce forest is about half within the Chugach com-
pared to the region. 

For the landscape analysis, using the full 2004–2010 dataset and excluding the 
wilderness study area, there were 26 forested plots in the Copper River landscape, 
35 forested plots in the Kenai Peninsula landscape, and 46 forested plots in the 

Table 13—Annual carbon mass change in snags by species, Chugach National Forest

Time 1 
carbon

Snag 
recruitment

Snag 
fragmentation Snag falldown Net change

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE
Thousand tons

Black cottonwood 32 31 1 1 0 0 4 4 -3 4
Black spruce 1 1 — — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock 478 111 14 10 1 2 19 7 -6 13
Paper birch 4 5 — — 0 0 — — 0 0
Quaking aspen 18 14 — — 0 0 1 1 -2 1
Sitka spruce 439 175 24 17 6 4 3 3 15 17
Western hemlock 425 144 5 3 7 3 10 5 -12 6
White spruce 342 210 1 1 10 9 13 7 -22 15
  All species 1,738 337 46 19 23 11 50 12 -28 27

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.
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Table 14—Per-acre annual change in carbon mass of snags 
by forest type, Chugach National Forest

Forest type Mean SE
 Pounds per acre

Black cottonwood -431 398
Black spruce -343 —
Mountain hemlock -107 141
Paper birch -203 98
Sitka spruce 195 279
Western hemlock -182 78
White spruce -424 354
  All forest types -95 91

Note: Data are based on remeasured plots only, which do not include 
trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

Table 15—Carbon mass in downed logs by forest type

Chugach National 
Forest

All of inventory 
region

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre

Black cottonwood 15,446 8,036 5,268 1,295
Black spruce 580 2,500 580
Mountain hemlock 4,241 1,116 4,152 491
Paper birch 11,205 3,661 5,536 670
Quaking aspen 4,643 1,920
Sitka spruce 9,241 4,196 17,768 3,839
Western hemlock 19,554 5,848 18,973 982
White spruce 7,143 2,857 7,009 2,054
  All forest types 9,152 1,607 11,518 670
Note: Estimates use data from the 1995–2003 inventory.
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Figure 5—The three landscape areas (Copper River, Kenai Peninsula, and Prince William Sound) within the Chugach National Forest.

Prince William Sound landscape. For the remeasured dataset, there were 23 for-
ested plots in the Copper River landscape, 25 plots in the Kenai landscape, and 35 
plots in the Prince William Sound landscape (fig. 5). Although the relatively small 
number of plots in each landscape makes estimates imprecise, the nominal carbon 
mass density decreases as one moves westward from the Copper River landscape, 
across the Prince William Sound landscape, and into the Kenai landscape (table 16); 
a decrease in density could be explained by climate limiting the growth of Sitka 
spruce and western hemlock and becoming more favorable for smaller boreal spe-
cies (white spruce and hardwoods) as one moves westward across the forest. 

For the forest overall, the mean storage of 69,800 lbs per acre (= 78.2 Mg/ha) in 
live tree carbon density is less than the 94.2 Mg/ha estimated for Chugach National 
Forest by Heath et al. (2011). The 84,800 lbs per acre (= 95.0 Mg/ha) in aboveground 
tree carbon is split as 82 percent live trees, 7 percent in snags, and 11 percent in 
logs (table 16). The carbon in unmeasured pools (forest floor, understory vegetation, 
soil organic carbon, and roots) could exceed the aboveground tree carbon.
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Table 16—Carbon pools and flux for three Chugach landscapes

Landscape

Copper River
Prince 

William Sound Kenai Peninsula
Chugach 

National Forest
Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pool: Pounds per acre

Live treesa 76,398 16,659 76,973 12,715 52,834 11,255 69,816 7,692 
Snagsa 4,476 1,530 5,435 933 7,587 2,779 5,832 1,011 
Logsb 14,701 5,348 7,000 1,786 7,897 1,888 9,138 1,625 

  Total 95,575 89,408 68,318 84,786

Flux—live trees: Pounds per acre per year
Growth 1,362 803 398 170 761 125 733 210 
Recruitment 75 26 27 7 75 17 52 9
Mortality (144) 66 (337) 152 (139) 94 (233) 79 

Flux—snags: Pounds per acre per year
Snag recruitment 65 29 233 129 95 74 153 65 
Snag fragmentation (46) 23 (70) 32 (120) 103 (79) 35 
Snag falldown (134) 79 (131) 45 (258) 75 (169) 37 

Note: Does not include trees ≤ 5 in diameter at breast height.
a Based on data from remeasurement plots only.
b Based on data collected from 1999 to 2003.
SE = Standard error.

Tongass National Forest
Including its wilderness area, aboveground live and snag carbon on the Tongass 
National Forest is estimated to be 601 (± 21) million tons on an estimated 9.715 mil-
lion ac of forest. Some 233 million tons (39 percent) of this carbon is on land that is 
legally excluded from timber harvesting, such as formally designated wilderness. 
Using the remeasurement database, an estimated 448,000 ac of forest fell into the 
“managed” category (i.e., had some previous silvicultural activity). 

Excluding inaccessible wilderness, the estimated amount of carbon stored in 
western hemlock trees is more than double that of any other species (table 17). 
Other species accounting for substantial amounts of carbon are Sitka spruce, 
yellow-cedar, mountain hemlock, and western redcedar. Sitka spruce and cot-
tonwood forest types have a relatively small amount of tree carbon in snags, only 6 
percent of total tree carbon mass, while western redcedar, lodgepole (shore) pine, 
and yellow-cedar forest types have a relatively large proportion of carbon in snags, 
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Table 17—Carbon mass in live trees and snags by species on the Tongass 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Yellow-cedar 45,318 2,695 10,793 975 56,111 3,120
Black cottonwood 502 247 78 54 580 289
Lodgepole pine 4,840 488 1,065 146 5,905 567
Mountain hemlock 42,256 2,958 4,378 490 46,634 3,195
Oregon crab apple 1 1 4 5 5 5
Pacific silver fir 60 45 — — 60 45
Red alder 1,824 390 51 25 1,874 395
Sitka spruce 81,481 6,252 7,321 1,103 88,802 6,486
Subalpine fir 127 83 40 34 167 93
Western hemlock 161,065 7,718 24,019 1,521 185,084 8,483
Western redcedar 21,566 2,144 3,242 457 24,808 2,454

  All species 359,040 10,391 50,991 2,248 410,030 11,119

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas are not included.
SE = Standard error.

at 20, 17, and 17 percent, respectively (table 18). On a per-acre basis, the western 
hemlock and Sitka spruce forest types have the highest amount of carbon (table 19).

Changes Between Inventories

Change in live tree carbon by species— 
There was no significant change in live tree carbon mass overall between the two 
inventories (table 20), and there was no significant change when looked at separate-
ly as unmanaged land (table 21) or managed land (table 22). There was a significant 
increase of red alder live tree carbon mass on both managed and unmanaged lands. 
On unmanaged lands, western redcedar live tree carbon mass had a significant 
increase, estimated as a 6.6-percent increase from the first inventory. On managed 
lands, there was also a marginally significant increase in Sitka spruce live tree 
carbon mass (table 22) and a significant decrease in yellow-cedar live tree carbon 
mass. Annual rates of change are shown in table 23.

Change in live tree carbon by forest type— 
Carbon flux attributable to growth and recruitment of live trees is 690 lbs per acre 
per year on managed lands and 1,608 lbs per acre per year on unmanaged lands. 
In general, in unmanaged forest, forest types with high carbon flux in growth and 
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Table 18—Carbon mass in live trees and snags by forest type within the 
Tongass National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Forest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Yellow-cedar 46,734 4,268 9,372 969 56,105 5,049
Black cottonwood 954 830 65 55 1,019 866
Lodgepole pine 3,428 666 693 160 4,121 794
Mountain hemlock 39,716 4,234 4,265 695 43,981 4,707
Red alder 1,185 646 138 95 1,323 734
Sitka spruce 45,381 6,867 2,721 540 48,102 7,215
Western hemlock 192,176 10,965 26,253 2,138 218,429 12,099
Western redcedar 29,465 3,560 7,485 1,012 36,950 4,389

  All forest 359,040 10,391 50,991 2,248 410,030 11,119

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas are not included.
SE = Standard error.

Table 19—Carbon mass per acre in trees by forest type in the Tongass 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre
Yellow-cedar 65,209 3,769 13,076 978 78,285 4,346
Black cottonwood 53,517 37,213 3,662 2,634 57,179 38,518 
Lodgepole pine 19,726 2,297 3,988 673 23,714 2,689
Mountain hemlock 64,624 4,926 6,939 1,005 71,563 5,493
Red alder 66,058 17,871 7,689 3,484 73,747 20,752 
Sitka spruce 153,936 15,538 9,228 1,516 163,165 16,156 
Western hemlock 155,057 5,410 21,182 1,441 176,239 5,666
Western redcedar 100,441 5,829 25,515 2,119 125,957 6,724

  All forest types 106,531 2,949 15,130 659 121,661 3,142

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas not included.
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Table 23—Annual live tree carbon mass change by species and management 
class, Tongass National Forest, Alaska

Managed Unmanaged All forest

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE
Thousand tons per year

Yellow-cedar -39 18 55 40 16 44
Black cottonwood — — 8 5 8 5
Lodgepole pine 0 0 -12 9 -12 9
Mountain hemlock -10 14 -7 32 -17 35
Oregon crab apple — — 0 0 0 0
Pacific silver fir — — 0 0 0 0
Red alder 16 7 17 8 33 11
Sitka spruce 115 62 38 179 152 189
Subalpine fir — — -2 2 -2 2
Western hemlock 34 52 -28 162 6 170
Western redcedar -41 38 122 24 81 46
  All species 75 129 190 252 265 281

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only and do not include trees < 5 in diameter at 
breast height.
SE = Standard error.

recruitment also had high carbon flux out of the live tree carbon pool into snag and 
log pools. In both management classes, the Sitka spruce forest type has the high-
est rate of growth and recruitment, estimated at about 1,909 lbs of carbon mass per 
acre per year overall, followed by the western hemlock forest type, with growth and 
recruitment at about 993 lbs of carbon mass per acre per year (table 24). Across all 
lands, annual per-acre flux out of the live tree carbon pools is 88.5 percent mortality 
and 11.5 percent harvest. On managed lands, carbon flux out of the live tree pool is 
21.8 percent mortality and 78.2 percent harvest.

On managed lands in the Tongass National Forest, there was a significant 
decrease of live tree carbon mass for the yellow-cedar forest type, and a significant 
increase for the red alder forest type (table 25). On unmanaged lands (table 25), 
there were significant increases of live tree carbon within the cottonwood and 
western redcedar forest types. Overall on the Tongass, live tree carbon increased in 
the cottonwood, red alder, and western redcedar forest types, and no forest type had 
a significant decrease. 

Change in carbon in the snag pool— 
Overall, the turnover in the snag carbon pool on the Tongass National Forest is 
about 2 percent per year, with no significant difference between inputs into the 
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Table 24—Average annual rates of flux in the live tree carbon pool by forest type and 
management class, Tongass National Forest

Growth Recruitment Mortality Harvest

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre per year
Unmanaged:
Yellow-cedar 304 37 36 4 323 59 — —
Black cottonwood 959 378 11 13 — — — —
Lodgepole pine 113 31 16 3 101 35 — —
Mountain hemlock 344 56 34 7 353 92 — —
Red alder 266 104 615 306 268 196 — —
Sitka spruce 1,711 386 36 11 1,245 541 — —
Western hemlock 909 131 39 4 933 158 — —
Western redcedar 618 64 41 5 461 90 — —
  All unmanaged 652 59 38 2 619 74 — —

Managed:
Yellow-cedar 741 361 20 16 732 514 5,831 1,999
Lodgepole pine — — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock — — — — — — — —
Red alder 458 548 436 151 — — — —
Sitka spruce 1,661 475 565 182 335 254 691 499
Western hemlock 895 245 477 91 229 112 809 539
Western redcedar 248 — 1,089 — — — 18 0
  All managed 1,107 231 501 83 278 110 997 395

All forest:
Yellow-cedar 313 38 36 4 331 59 112 77
Black cottonwood 959 378 11 13 — — — —
Lodgepole pine 113 31 16 3 101 35 — —
Mountain hemlock 344 56 34 7 353 92 — —
Red alder 358 251 529 173 139 127 — —
Sitka spruce 1,694 302 215 73 938 371 233 176
Western hemlock 908 120 85 13 859 143 85 59
Western redcedar 608 63 68 23 449 88 — —
  All forest 687 58 73 8 593 69  77 32

Note: Data for this table are from remeasured plots only and do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast 
height.
SE = Standard error.
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Table 25—Per-acre net annual live tree carbon change by forest type, 
Tongass National Forest

Managed forest
Unmanaged 

forest All forest

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre per year

Yellow-cedar -5,802 2,235 18 60 -94 98
Black cottonwood — — 970 390 970 390
Lodgepole pine — — 28 41 28 41
Mountain hemlock — — 25 84 25 84
Red alder 894 396 612 606 748 358
Sitka spruce 1,200 998 502 708 738 578
Western hemlock 334 712 16 207 50 199
Western redcedar 1,319 — 197 95 227 96
  All forest types 333 578 71 94 91 97

Note: Where the standard error is zero, it indicates that only one plot had a stand that fell into 
this category. Boldface type indicates a change that was significantly different from zero 
using a 95-percent confidence interval.
Note: Estimates are calculated from remeasured plots only and include only trees ≥ 5 in 
diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

snag carbon pool (snag recruitment) and outputs from the snag carbon pool (frag-
mentation, falldown, and salvage). The decay-resistant species of yellow-cedar and 
western redcedar have lower turnover rates, of roughly 1 percent per year, than do 
other species (table 26). Salvage of snags is generally incidental to clearcutting, and 
accounts for only a small proportion (about 2 percent) of flux out of the snag car-
bon pool. About half of the carbon stored in snags is western hemlock, which had 
a small (less than 1 percent) but significant decrease (table 26). Lodgepole (shore) 
pine had a small (1.6 percent) but significant increase of carbon in the snag pool 
(table 26).

Estimates of flux into and out of the snag pool differed widely among the dif-
ferent forest types (table 27). On a per-acre basis, unmanaged forest had influx into 
the snag pool that was roughly three times larger than that of managed forest, and 
outflux from the snag pool was roughly the same. Loss of snags on managed lands 
was estimated to be about three times snag recruitment, for a net decrease in the 
snag pool estimated as 239 (± 149) lbs per acre per year.

The reliability of estimates for changes in the snag pool was affected by two 
data issues. The second inventory used a less inclusive definition for snags, by 
changing the lean angle used to define snags from 15 to 45 degrees from horizontal. 
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Table 27—Annual per-acre change in snag carbon by forest type and management class, Tongass 
National Forest

Snag 
recruitment

Snag 
fragmentationa Snag falldown Salvage Net change

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre per year
Unmanaged forest:
Yellow-cedar 201 29 128 17 118 27 — — -46 46
Black cottonwood — — 58 60 249 245 — — -307 304
Lodgepole pine 95 32 30 11 36 16 — — 29 37
Mountain hemlock 259 81 114 35 29 9 — — 116 88
Red alder — — 149 109 177 129 — — -326 239
Sitka spruce 494 163 314 139 131 62 — — 49 196
Western hemlock 505 90 341 43 188 29 — — -24 103
Western redcedar 354 81 207 54 99 20 — — 48 94

  All unmanaged 354 40 223 21 128 14 — — 4 47

Managed forest:
Yellow-cedar 224 76 -12 44 211 76 303 371 -278 349
Red alder — — 7 8 — — — — -7 8
Sitka spruce 123 71 16 12 62 52 197 221 -153 224
Western hemlock 97 85 145 86 221 140 41 37 -310 226

  All managed 106 54 86 50 156 81 104 79 -239 149

All forest:
Yellow-cedar 201 28 125 17 120 26 6 8 -50 46
Black cottonwood — — 58 60 249 245 — — -307 304
Lodgepole pine 95 32 30 11 36 16 — — 29 37
Mountain hemlock 259 81 114 35 29 9 — — 116 88
Red alder — — 81 71 92 84 — — -172 155
Sitka spruce 369 112 214 94 108 45 67 76 -19 151
Western hemlock 462 81 320 40 192 30 4 4 -54 95
Western redcedar 345 79 202 53 97 19 — — 46 92

  All forest 335 38 212 20 130 14 8 6 -15 45

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, 1995–2000 and 2004–2010.
a Snag fragmentation includes the loss of mass from shrinkage (smaller diameter and heights) but not the loss of mass from 
a change in decay class.
SE = Standard error.
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Although these instances should have been coded as procedural changes, which 
were corrected during analysis, it is possible that some instances were coded 
identically as snag falldown, leading to overestimates of falldown. The other data 
issue was that a procedural change for estimating decay class made it impossible 
to include the decrease in density that occurs as snags age, which would lead to 
underestimate of snag decay. The missing decay component can be even greater 
than the volume loss from snag fragmentation for some species and decay classes 
(Harmon et al. 2000). Although estimates for snag losses are presented here despite 
these uncertainties, because the estimates are still the best available information, 
caution should be exercised in use of either the two components of snag carbon loss 
shown, or the resulting net change in snag carbon. 

Change in carbon in the log pool— 
Roughly 7 percent of aboveground carbon in unmanaged stands of the Tongass 
National Forest is stored in the log (DWD) pool. On managed forest, about 37 per-
cent of carbon is in the log pool. The higher volume of carbon in logs is found in 
the western hemlock, Sitka spruce, and western redcedar forest types, and lower 
volume in the yellow-cedar, cottonwood, lodgepole (shore) pine, and mountain hem-
lock forest types (table 28). The red alder forest type also had a high carbon density 
in the log pool (table 28); this corresponds well with the role of red alder as a pio-
neering species that establishes after disturbance.

No remeasurement data is available for the log pool. We can make a rough 
estimate of influx into the log pool on unmanaged lands as:

 (mortality – snag recruitment) + snag falldown [low estimate]

which is (619 – 354) + 128 = 393 lbs per acre per year. This will be an underesti-
mate, as some of the input into the log pool comes from breakage of live trees (an 
unknown rate), and some input into the log pool comes from snag fragmentation. 
A higher estimate would be to assume that all of snag falldown and fragmentation 
goes into the log pool:

 (mortality – snag recruitment) + snag falldown + snag fragmentation 
 [high estimate]

which is (619 – 354) + 128 + 223 = 616 lbs per acre per year. This range (393–616 
lbs per acre per year) would give us a rough estimate of annual inputs into the log 
pool of 3.8 to 6.0 percent per year, which would provide turnover rates if the log 
pool were in equilibrium. Decomposition rates of spruce on the Kenai Peninsula of 
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Table 28—Carbon mass in downed logs by forest type and management 
class, Tongass National Forest

Managed Unmanaged All

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre

Yellow-cedar — — 6,250 893 6,250 893 
Black cottonwood — — 3,571 1,786 3,571 1,786 
Lodgepole pine — — 1,339 446 1,339 446 
Mountain hemlock 65,625 1,339 2,679 446 3,571 446 
Red alder 15,179 8,929 21,875 10,714 16,518 8,036 
Sitka spruce 33,036 4,464 11,607 2,232 15,179 2,232 
Western hemlock 33,482 4,018 16,071 893 17,857 893 
Western redcedar 57,143 10,268 12,500 1,786 12,946 1,786 

  All forest types 33,482 3,125 10,268 446 11,607 446 

Note: Uses plot measurements from 1995 to 2003.
SE = Standard error.

about 1.9 percent per year (Harmon et al. 2005) suggest that the log pool on unman-
aged lands might be increasing; better monitoring information for logs would 
improve the ability to track forest carbon over time. The log pool on managed lands 
is unlikely to be in equilibrium, given the temporal variation in harvesting. 

Combined live tree, snag, and log pools— 
Overall, gross flux (growth + recruitment) from the atmosphere to live trees in the 
Tongass National Forest is estimated at about 760 lbs per acre per year (table 29). 
Growth is mostly balanced by mortality and harvest, so that net flux (based on 
increases in the live tree pool) from the atmosphere to the forest is estimated at 91 
(standard error = 97) lbs per acre per year, reduced by an estimated slight decrease 
in the snag pool of 15 (standard error = 45) lbs per acre per year. This estimated net 
sequestration rate is not significantly different from zero, and also does not include 
any changes in the log pool. There may be some additional sequestration occurring 
because the combined harvest and salvage (85 lbs per acre per year) would have 
some portion that became durable wood products. 

Aboveground tree carbon on the Tongass National Forest is 79.3 percent in 
the live tree pool, 12.4 percent in the snag pool, and 8.3 percent in the log pool 
(table 29). Turnover in the live tree carbon pool is about 0.6 percent per year, turn-
over of the snag carbon pool is about 2.9 percent per year, and the approximated 
turnover in the log pool, assuming equilibrium, is 3.8 to 6.0 percent per year.
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Table 29—Carbon pools and flux for aboveground trees in the Tongass 
National Forest

Management class

Managed Unmanaged
Tongass 

National Forest

Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pool: Pounds per acre

Live treesa 48,102 10,199 115,896 3,731 110,689 3,515
Snagsa 7,524 2,249 18,107 818 17,294 778
Logs 33,482 3,125 10,268 446 11,607 446

  Total 89,108 144,271 139,590
Flux—live tree pool: Pounds per acre per year

Growth 1,107 231 652 59 687 58
Recruitment 501 83 38 2 73 8
Mortality 278 110 619 74 593 69
Harvest 997 395 — — 77 32

Flux—snag pool: Pounds per acre per year

Snag recruitment 106 54 354 40 335 38
Snag fragmentationb 86 50 223 21 212 20
Snag falldown 156 81 128 14 130 14
Snag salvage 104 79 — — 8 6

a Uses remeasurement plots and initial (1995–2003) data. To keep flux and pools in cor-
rect proportions, does not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
b Snag fragmentation includes the loss of mass from shrinkage (smaller diameter and 
heights) but not the loss of mass from a change in decay class.
SE = Standard error.

Discussion

A number of carbon pools and fluxes were not included in this report: (1) carbon in 
nonforested lands, which includes alpine environments, wetlands, grasslands, and 
shrublands; (2) below-ground carbon, including roots, soils, and organic materials; 
(3) carbon in nontree vegetation and litter within forest; (4) carbon in a few pools 
currently not measured by FIA, which includes stumps below 4.5 feet and dead 
saplings; and (5) (with the exception of tables 4 and 6) carbon in forest lands in 
inaccessible wilderness. The missing carbon in the belowground pools could be as 
large as the aboveground stores. 

The overall carbon mass stored in just aboveground trees, snags, and logs in 
the Tongass National Forest is huge. Using the per-acre values by forest types, 
and extrapolating to include the uninventoried wilderness areas, provides a rough 
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estimate of about 650 million tons in aboveground tree carbon, equivalent to 2.4 
billion tons of CO2. 

Carbon storage and flux are very different between managed and unmanaged 
forests. Harvesting on the Tongass was very low before 1955, peaked in the early 
1970s at more than 500 million board feet (MMBF) per year, and then dropped 
over time to current rates at less than 100 MMBF per year (Brackley 2009). On 
managed lands, this results in an age class structure with a large cohort of stands 
30 to 50 years old, very few stands older than 60 years, and relatively few stands 
under 20 years of age. The cohort of stands 30 to 50 years old are contributing to a 
nominal (not statistically significant) net increase of carbon in live trees, but they 
probably have several decades to go before reaching a point of maximum mean 
annual increment. For instance, Taylor (1934) estimated that the maximum mean 
annual increment occurs at around 70 years. In contrast to what is happening on the 
Tongass, privately owned managed forest in southeast Alaska is showing a statisti-
cally significant decrease in carbon mass in live trees, a consequence of harvesting 
that peaked in the 1990s (resulting in a relatively younger stand distribution for 
second-growth) and current harvesting levels that are above that of the Tongass. 

Some species shifts occurred when old-growth forest was converted to second 
growth; the data reflects this by the observed net decrease in yellow-cedar and net 
increase in Sitka spruce on managed lands, as well as by the higher proportion of 
carbon mass in Sitka spruce observed on managed lands (35 percent) relative to 
unmanaged lands (20 percent). Managed lands had almost triple the density of car-
bon mass in logs compared to unmanaged lands, but less than half the snag density 
and live tree density. Carbon flux among pools is also substantially different, with 
much higher growth and recruitment and lower mortality in managed stands.

The Tongass National Forest is unique within the National Forest System in 
the large amount of old growth outside of wilderness, and unique in the proportion 
of harvesting that has occurred in old growth rather than second growth during 
recent decades. Harvesting of old growth creates an initial net release of CO2 into 
the atmosphere relative to leaving stands unmanaged, which can continue for years 
as logs and snags left after harvest decompose (Harmon et al. 1990). Some of the 
carbon from harvest is stored in wood products, with transmission back into the 
atmosphere over time. Because harvest levels peaked in the 1970s, and much of the 
resulting wood products would now be in landfills, wood products from the Alaska 
region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon (Loeffler et al. 2012). Theo-
retically, at some point in the future, the managed second-growth stands that follow 
harvest could result in a greater net sequestration of carbon than leaving stands 
unmanaged, but the relatively low growth rates of most stands in the Tongass and 
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the relatively high amount of dead wood left after harvest would reduce this poten-
tial. Although there is a substantial amount of recent literature about the effects of 
forest management on carbon stores, different authors have reached widely different 
conclusions about net sequestration because of different assumptions about the 
timeframe of interest, initial volume, postharvest residuals, decay rates, the amount 
of energy expended in harvest and transport, utilization rates, lifespan of wood 
products, future growth rates of second-growth stands, temporal discounting, and 
substitution effects. 

Including consideration of carbon sequestration into management of existing 
second growth is likely to be less controversial. Possible management actions to 
increase carbon sequestration for these situations could include altering rotation age 
(for even-age stands) or structural composition (for uneven-age stands) or increasing 
utilization of woody material from harvest sites. Although the carbon estimates 
made in this report provide information about overall carbon storage and flux in 
the Tongass National Forest, providing specific management recommendations for 
second growth would benefit from additional inventory in second-growth. 

Several other sets of estimates for carbon in the Tongass National Forest have 
been published. Some of the data used in this report, specifically the 1995–1999 
data, was used in Leighty et al. (2006), in their paper “Effects of Management on 
Carbon Sequestration in Forest Biomass in Southeast Alaska.” The log data used in 
that paper had a systematic error that resulted in overestimates of carbon in logs; 
those errors have been corrected in this report. In addition, this report uses standard 
national FIA methods for statistical estimation, which differ substantially from the 
map-based approach used by Leighty et al. (2006), and this report uses measured 
data for flux rather than modeled approximations. 

The live tree density reported here, of 53.3 tons per acre on average (table 19) 
for the nonwilderness areas, is equivalent to 119.3 Mg/ha. This is very similar to the 
123 Mg/ha reported by Heath et al. (2012) for the Tongass National Forest overall, 
particularly considering the difference in methods of calculation. Estimates in this 
report will also differ somewhat from those published in Barrett and Christensen 
(2011) owing to the addition of data from 2009 to 2010 and improved estimates for 
snags. That report also found a significant decrease in lodgepole (shore) pine; data 
from 2009 to 2010 had relatively little mortality in lodgepole (shore) pine, so that 
while there is still a nominal decrease in lodgepole (shore) pine of 3 percent (tables 
21 and 23) it is no longer significant at the 90-percent CI. However, there was a sig-
nificant increase in lodgepole (shore) pine snag carbon (table 26), providing indirect 
evidence of higher than normal mortality for this species.
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Conclusion
The Tongass National Forest stores substantially more forest carbon than any other 
national forest in the United States, with an approximated estimate of 650 mil-
lion tons of carbon in live trees, snags, and logs. Both managed and unmanaged 
forest shows nominal net annual increases in live tree carbon (of 0.68 and 0.06 
percent, respectively) that were not significantly different from zero. However, 
changes in species composition have been occurring. On unmanaged lands, there 
were increases in western redcedar and red alder. On managed lands, there were 
increases in red alder and Sitka spruce, and a decrease in yellow-cedar. 

This report provides the first estimates of annual flux and turnover rates in live 
tree and snag carbon pools in Alaska based on remeasured data. Overall, live trees 
in the Tongass National Forest remove about 2,787 lbs of atmospheric CO2 per acre 
per year through growth and recruitment, which is largely (estimated 90 percent) 
balanced by CO2 returning to the atmosphere from mortality and harvest, assum-
ing eventual decay of those trees. Carbon storage and flux differed substantially 
between managed and unmanaged lands, and by forest type. 

Although the Chugach National Forest stores less carbon in aboveground trees 
than the Tongass National Forest, it also is exhibiting greater change in carbon 
stores. The Chugach’s location on a very major ecoregional transitional zone (boreal 
forests to the north, shrubland to the west and southwest on the Alaskan Peninsula, 
and temperate rainforest to the east and south) may make it much more vulnerable 
to large disturbances and climatic shifts. 
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Common and Scientific Names

Black cottonwood Populus balsamifera L. ssp. trichocarpa (Torr. & 
A. Gray ex Hook.) Brayshaw

Black spruce Picea mariana (Mill.) Britton, Sterns & Poggenb.
Lodgepole pine, shore pine Pinus contorta Dougl. ex Loud.
Mountain hemlock Tsuga mertensiana (Bong.) Carr.
Pacific silver fir Abies amabilis (Douglas ex Louden) Douglas 

ex Forbes
Paper birch4 Betula neoalaskana Sarg.; Betula kenaica 

(W.H. Evans); Betula papyrifera Marshall
Quaking aspen Populus tremuloides Michx.
Red alder Alnus rubra Bong.
Sitka spruce Picea sitchensis (Bong.) Carrière
Subalpine fir Abies lasiocarpa var. lasiocarpa (Hook.) Nutt.
Western hemlock Tsuga heterophylla (Raf.) Sarg.
Western redcedar Thuja plicata Donn ex D. Don
White spruce Picea glauca (Moench) Voss
Yellow-cedar Chamaecyparis nootkatensis (D. Don) Spach
4 Alaska paper birch, Kenai paper birch, and western paper birch are not recorded as 
different species by FIA and are included together as “paper birch” in this report.
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Metric Equivalents
When you know: Multiply by: To find:

Acres  .405 Hectares
Pounds  .453 Kilograms
Pounds per acre 1.12 Kilograms per ha
Tons 0.97 Tonnes or megagrams
Tons per acre  2.24 Megagrams per hectare
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The outcome is in the assumptions: analyzing the effects
on atmospheric CO2 levels of increased use of bioenergy
from forest biomass
B JART HOLTSMARK

Statistics Norway, PO Box 8131 Dep, Oslo, N-0033, Norway

Abstract

Recently, several studies have quantified the effects on atmospheric CO2 concentration of an increased harvest

level in forests. Although these studies agreed in their estimates of forest productivity, their conclusions were

contradictory. This study tested the effect of four assumptions by which those papers differed. These assump-

tions regard (1) whether a single or a set of repeated harvests were considered, (2) at what stage in stand growth
harvest takes place, (3) how the baseline is constructed, and (4) whether a carbon-cycle model is applied. A main

finding was that current and future increase in the use of bioenergy should be studied considering a series of

repeated harvests. Moreover, the time of harvest should be determined based on economical principles, thus

taking place before stand growth culminates, which has implications for the design of the baseline scenario.

When the most realistic assumptions are used and a carbon-cycle model is applied, an increased harvest level in

forests leads to a permanent increase in atmospheric CO2 concentration.

Keywords: atmosphere, bioenergy, carbon, climate change, Faustmann, impulse response functions
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Introduction

The literature draws attention to the fact that the con-

version of natural habitats to cropland leads to release

of carbon, thus creating a biofuel carbon debt with a

potential payback period of several decades or even

centuries (see, for example, Gurgel et al., 2007; Fargione

et al., 2008; Searchinger et al., 2008; Melillo et al., 2009;

Gibbs et al., 2010; Lapola et al., 2010).

The articles mentioned, however, studied biofuels

based on fast-growing crops, in which the biomass har-

vested within 1 year is replaced by a new crop. In that

case, the CO2 released by combustion of the biomass

could, for practical purposes, be ignored because the

growth of the new crop requires the capture of the same

amount of CO2 within 1 year.

The issue becomes more complex if the source of bio-

energy is a forest. The rotation period of a boreal forest

stand is usually 70–120 years. Hence, a century might

be required for the regrowth of a harvested boreal forest

stand and recapture of the amount of CO2 released orig-

inally. Despite this considerable time lag, recent studies

have considered wood fuels from boreal forests as being

carbon neutral, thus ignoring the amount of CO2

released by the combustion of that wood (see, for exam-

ple, Bright & Strømman, 2009; Sjølie et al., 2010).

Keeping in mind that the carbon intensity of wood

fuels is approximately at the level of coal, it is obvious

that, from a methodological perspective, ignoring these

emissions is not satisfactory. A body of literature has

thus emerged that accounts for the amount of CO2

released from combustion of biomass from forests and

other slow-growing sources of biomass (see, for exam-

ple, Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences,

2010; Cherubini et al., 2011a,b; McKechnie et al., 2011;

Holtsmark, 2012).1

The conclusions of the articles mentioned vary signifi-

cantly. For example, Holtsmark (2012) found that

increasing the harvest of a forest permanently lowered

the carbon stock of the forest and, consequently, perma-

nently heightened the amount of CO2 in the atmosphere.

In contrast, Cherubini et al. (2011a,b) found that the CO2

concentration in the atmosphere was lower 60–70 years

after harvesting a relatively slow-growing forest than if

the forest had not been harvested. Figure 1 illustrates

these differences. The dashed line (left axis) depicts the

atmospheric CO2 that remains after harvest and combus-

tion of a stock of biomass containing one metric ton of

Correspondence: Bjart Holtsmark, tel. + 47 21 09 48 68,

fax + 47 21 09 49 63, e-mail: bjart.holtsmark@ssb.no

1Haberl et al. (2012a,b) and Schulze et al. (2012) include further
references and discuss the implications of this literature.
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carbon, as found by Cherubini et al. (2011a). The solid

line (right axis) shows the corresponding result in the

work of Holtsmark (2012), in which increased harvest

levels were predicted to increase the amount of CO2 in

the atmosphere in the long term.2

The different conclusions reached in these papers are

explained by different methodological choices or

assumptions. Therefore, an analysis of the importance

of different simplifications and methodological choices

is needed. Here, I will focus on four methodological

choices.

1 Some studies consider a single harvest event occurring

at the present time, with no biomass to be harvested in

the future. However, a single harvest event performed

at the present time will not produce any biomass in

the future and is, therefore, not satisfactory if one

wants to gather knowledge related to the conse-

quences of the increased use of biomass presently and

in the future. A single harvest event performed at the

present time will not produce the required biomass if

one aims to replace fossil fuels with biomass on a per-

manent basis. I will, therefore, demonstrate the effects

of the replacement of a single harvest approach with a

permanently increased harvest approach.

2 In some studies, it is assumed that a rotation period

ends when the growth of the trees has culminated.

Other studies take into account that, since the publi-

cation of the work of Faustmann (1849), and even

earlier,3, forest economists have known that a

commercial forester will not postpone harvest until

the growth of the trees has culminated, but will

usually harvest at an earlier stage, following the so-

called Faustmann rule. I will demonstrate the effects

of the application of a rotation-period length that is in

accordance with this rule.

3 Taking into account that harvest usually takes place

in stands that are still growing, the baseline scenario

becomes important. Not all studies take into account

that the harvest scenario should be measured against

a baseline scenario (with no harvest) in which the

trees are still growing, thus capturing CO2 from

the atmosphere. I will demonstrate the importance of

the use of a realistic baseline scenario along these lines.

4 In some studies, it is assumed, for simplicity, that the

CO2 released from the combustion of biomass

accumulates and remains in the atmosphere forever.

In other studies, an impulse response function is

applied that models the ability of the ocean and

of the terrestrial biosphere to absorb CO2 from the

atmosphere.

Table 1 provides an overview of how the five studies

on the bioenergy from forests mentioned deal with

these methodological choices. The approach of Cheru-

bini et al. (2011a,b) was the inclusion of an impulse

response function in the analysis, whereas the other

studies listed applied a simple accumulation of CO2.

However, Cherubini et al. (2011a,b) and Manomet

Center for Conservation Sciences (2010) considered a

single harvest event exclusively. The methodology used

for the construction of the baseline scenarios also

varied.

To demonstrate quantitatively how the methodologi-

cal choices influence the conclusions of this type of

study, I will use the articles of Cherubini et al. (2011a)

and Holtsmark (2012) as the starting point, adjust their

methodological choices, and demonstrate the conse-

quences of these adjustments. In contrast with the

approach of Cherubini et al. (2011a), Holtsmark (2012)

considered the consequences of permanently increasing

harvest levels by studying a series of harvests. Moreover,

Holtsmark (2012) took into account that the harvest usu-

ally takes place before the growth of the stand culmi-

nates and how the baseline scenario then should be

designed. Holtsmark (2012), however, ignored the decay

functions of atmospheric CO2 and considered, for sim-

plicity, accumulated emissions exclusively.
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Fig. 1 The dashed line (left axis) shows the atmospheric car-

bon that remains at time t after a single harvest event at time

t = 0, according to Cherubini et al. (2011a). The solid line (right

axis) shows the atmospheric carbon that remains after a series

of subsequent harvest events as a result of the application of an

impulse response function to the results of Holtsmark (2012).

2See the red curve in Fig. 4, page 423, in Holtsmark (2012). To
achieve the somewhat different solid line in Fig. 1 here, the
impulse response function of the Bern 2.5CC carbon-cycle
model was applied; see Eqn (1).

3See the discussion of early contributions to this issue in Sam-
uelson (1976) and Scorgie & Kennedy (1996).
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This study builds a bridge between the approaches of

these two studies by taking atmospheric decay func-

tions into account, as in Cherubini et al. (2011a), and

including the realistic baseline scenario and the multiple

harvest approach of Holtsmark (2012) in the analysis.

This paper is organized as follows. The model and

the basic methodological choices are presented in the

next section, the results are presented in the third sec-

tion, and the results are discussed in the fourth section,

which also includes the conclusions of the study.

Materials and methods

Based on Forster et al. (2007) and the Bern 2.5CC carbon-cycle

model, which those authors recommend, Cherubini et al.

(2011a) applied the following atmospheric CO2 decay function:

yðtÞ ¼ D0 þ
X3

i¼1

Die
ð�t=aiÞ; ð1Þ

where y(t) represents the fraction of an initial pulse of CO2 at

time t = 0 that remains in the atmosphere at time t and where

a and Di are parameters (Table 2). The time unit is 1 year. The

decay is caused by the uptake of CO2 by the ocean and by the

terrestrial biosphere. Cherubini et al. (2011a) considered two

cases. In the first case, those authors did not take into account

the oceanic absorption of anthropogenic CO2 from the atmo-

sphere, although they considered this effect in the second case.

For the purpose of this study, only the latter case is considered,

as it is the most realistic and, therefore, the most interesting

case.

It is assumed that the harvesting of biomass from forests is

followed by replanting and the growth of new biomass. Re-

growth implies carbon capture from the atmosphere. Cherubini

et al. (2011a) assumed that the growth and carbon capture of

the stand after a harvest follow the analytic form:

gðsÞ ¼ 2pr2
� �1=2

e�ðs�lÞ2=2r2

; ð2Þ

where r and l are parameters and τ is the age of the stand. It

can be deduced that a parcel with a stand age τ has the follow-

ing carbon stock.4

CðsÞ ¼ 2pr2
� �1=2 Xs

s0¼0

e�ðs0�lÞ2=2r2

: ð3Þ

The carbon captured by biomass regrowth should be consid-

ered in terms of negative emissions. Negative emissions should

be treated symmetrically regarding positive emissions. Thus, the

decay function presented in (1) should be applied to these nega-

tive emissions exactly as it is applied to the positive emissions.

Consider, for example, a parcel replanted at time t = 0. The

carbon captured at time t1 would be g(t1), and at time t2, i.e.,

t2�t1 periods later, a fraction y(t2�t1) of these negative emis-

sions, i.e., �g(t1)�y(t2�t1), is remaining in the atmosphere.

Assume now that, at time t = 0, the age of the stand is τm
and that harvesting proceeds at this time. Combustion of the

extracted biomass causes a CO2 emission pulse C(τm), which,

for simplicity, is labeled as C in the following equation. Taking

the regrowth function described in (2) into account, the amount

of CO2 in the atmosphere AH (t) at time t, will be as follows:

Table 2 Parameter values

Cherubini et al.

(their case with

r = 100) Present case

D0 0.217 r 25 37.5

D1 0.259 l 50 75

D2 0.338

D3 0.186

a1 172.9

a2 18.51

a3 1.186

Table 1 Methodological differences in five recent papers dealing with bioenergy from forest biomass

Cherubini

et al. (2011a)

Cherubini

et al. (2011b)

Manomet Center

for Conservation

Sciences (2010)

McKechnie

et al. (2011)

Holtsmark

(2012)

Single harvest event or

permanently higher

harvest level?

Single Single Single Permanent Permanent

Does the no harvest baseline

take growth and carbon

capture in mature

stands into account?

No No Yes Yes Yes

Is the time of harvest in

accordance with the

Faustmann rule?

No Some of the scenarios Yes Yes Yes

Impulse response function (IRF) or

simple accumulation of CO2?

IRF IRF Simple

accumulation

Simple

accumulation

Simple

accumulation

4To show exactly how the numerical examples in the next sec-
tion are constructed, I used discrete time in the theoretical
model description as well.
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AHðtÞ ¼ C � yðtÞ �
Xt

t0¼0

gðt0Þyðt� t0Þ; ð4Þ

where the first term on the right-hand side represents what is

left of the pulse in the atmosphere at t periods after harvesting,

whereas the second term represents the effect of regrowth.

Thus far, I have followed the example of Cherubini et al.

(2011a). However, the alternative to harvesting and combustion of

biomass is to not harvest: i.e., letting the stand grow and capture

more CO2. In this case, the amount of CO2 in the atmosphere

would evolve as follows.

ANHðtÞ ¼ �
Xt

t0¼0

gðsm þ t0Þyðt� t0Þ: ð5Þ

Note the assumption of Cherubini et al. (2011a) that harvest-

ing always takes place when the growth of the stand has culmi-

nated [see (c) in Fig. 2], which is the reason why those authors

disregarded this effect. If we take this effect into account, the

net effect of harvesting on the atmospheric carbon content will

be as follows:

ASðtÞ ¼ AHðtÞ � ANHðtÞ: ð6Þ

The time at which harvesting takes place is a pertinent point.

If we assume that the stock of trunks in the stand is propor-

tional to the amount of biomass C(t) and that the market inter-

est rate is r, then, according to the Faustmann rule, a forest

owner will harvest when the stand age τ satisfies the following

equation.
C0ðsÞ
CðsÞ ¼ r

1� e�rs
: ð7Þ

As the interest rate approaches zero, (7) is reduced to

C0ðsÞ
CðsÞ ¼ 1

s
: ð8Þ

Harvesting at a time at which τ satisfies (8) implies a maxi-

mum sustained yield (MSY) and harvesting at point (d) in

Fig. 2. To the extent that the forest owner discounts future

income, the rotation period will be shorter.

The intuition behind the Faustmann rule is as follows. The

forest owner takes into consideration his opportunity to invest

the harvest profit, creating postharvest periodic revenue of

rC(τ). Postponing the harvest has an alternative cost corre-

sponding to this revenue. This could easily be interpreted as

that harvest should take place when τ satisfies the equation

C(τ) = rC′(τ). However, the Faustmann rule (7) also takes into

account that, if the first harvest is postponed, all future har-

vests must also be postponed. This leads to Eqn (7), which

implies an even earlier harvest than is indicated by the more

simple equation C(τ) = rC′(τ).
The application of the limiting case of the Faustmann rule

described in (8) to the slower growing forest studied by Cheru-

bini et al. (2011a), i.e., a forest with a rotation span of 100 years,

implies that harvesting occurs when the stand is 70 years old.

In other words, the slower growing forest considered by Cher-

ubini et al. (2011a) is actually a relatively rapidly growing bor-

eal forest. The rotation period for MSY in most Scandinavian

forests is reportedly 70–120 years.

I shall, therefore, adjust the parametric assumptions to allow

for a MSY rotation period of 100 years for the stand in ques-

tion. I will accomplish this using the parameters r = 37.5 and

l = 75 (Table 2). Given these assumptions, the growth and car-

bon capture of the stand will culminate at a stand age of

approximately 150 years. In other words, the stand will con-

tinue to grow and capture CO2 from the atmosphere, as speci-

fied in Eqn (5), if it is not harvested after reaching maturity.

The two compared (re)growth scenarios are shown in Fig. 3.

The solid line traces the carbon stock of the stand if it is har-

vested at time t = 0, whereas the dashed line traces the carbon

stock of the stand if its age is 100 years at time t = 0 and if it is

not harvested.

Results

Single harvest event

First, consider the case studied by Cherubini et al.

(2011a), with a rotation period of 100 years. The har-

vest gives rise to a pulse emission of one metric ton of

carbon at time 0, which is recaptured completely by

the regrowth of the stand over the next 100 years.

After these 100 years, there is no further growth on the

stand. The dashed line in Fig. 4 shows the atmospheric

carbon remaining from this pulse, according to the cal-

culations of those authors. Note that, after ca. 65 years,

a lower carbon concentration in the atmosphere is esti-

mated in the presence of a harvest event compared

with the case without harvest. This is so because

increased atmospheric CO2 levels lead to an increase in

the accumulation of carbon in the terrestrial

ecosystems, as well as to an increase in oceanic CO2

absorption.

(d)(b) (c)

(a)

Rotation period, r

Time (years)

A
bo

ve
gr

ou
nd

ca
rb

on
st

oc
k

Fig. 2 This diagram is identical to Fig. 1 in Cherubini et al.

(2011a), with the exception of the addition of the dashed lines.

Cherubini et al. (2011a) assumed that harvest takes place at (c),

whereas the Faustmann rule says that harvest usually will take

place somewhere between (b) and (d).
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As argued in the previous section, when dealing with

a boreal forest, it would be appropriate to consider a

MSY rotation period of 100 years and culmination of

growth after approximately 150 years, which would be

consistent both with the Faustmann rule and with a typ-

ical boreal forest stand. The harvest of this forest stand

at time 0 is assumed to lead to a pulse of emission of

one ton of carbon. The gray, solid line in Fig. 4 shows

the level of atmospheric carbon from the pulse that

remains in this case; cf. Eqn (4).

The question of the use of an appropriate baseline arises

at this point. As Cherubini et al. (2011a) assumed that there

is no further growth on the stand in the no-harvest case,

there is no change in atmospheric carbon in their baseline

scenario. The scenario is different if it is assumed that

there is continued growth in the no-harvest case. The dot-

ted curve in Fig. 4 traces the effect on atmospheric CO2

levels in the no-harvest case and corresponds to Eqn (5).

This curve dips below zero because there is no emission

pulse at time t = 0, although carbon is still captured by

continued growth after this time point.

Our interest is related to the net effect of harvesting on

atmospheric CO2 levels. This can be computed by sub-

tracting the amount of atmospheric carbon in the no-har-

vest case from the amount of atmospheric carbon in the

case with harvest; cf. Eqn (6). The result is the double-

line curve in Fig. 4. Compared with the case studied by

Cherubini et al. (2011a), this case gives a somewhat

longer period of enhanced levels of atmospheric CO2.

Multiple harvest events

The numerical examples presented in the previous sec-

tion measure the effect of a single harvest event. How-

ever, IPCC documents, such as Chum et al. (2012),

envisage a permanent increase in the use of bioenergy

and, accordingly, a higher harvest rate. Therefore, in the

following paragraphs, I will consider a case in which

the harvest events described in the previous section take

place every year on a permanent basis.

Consider now a forest with an age structure such that

every year one parcel, each with a growth function

described by Eqns (1) and (2), reaches the stand age τm
and is, therefore, considered mature and ready for harvest.

The net effect on atmospheric carbon of harvesting a stand

every year compared with the case where the parcels are

left unharvested, is given by the following equation.

AðtÞ ¼
Xt

t0¼0

ASðt0Þ: ð9Þ

The function AS(t) is defined in Eqn (6). Given the

numerical assumptions, the expression is shown by the

solid line depicted in Fig. 5. Other than the difference in

scale (million tons and tons of carbon), the solid line

shown in Fig. 5 is not far off the corresponding result

that is obtained when the impulse response function is

applied to the data of Holtsmark (2012), which is indi-

cated by the dotted curve shown in Fig. 5.

To have intuition to the above described results,

study the dashed curve shown in Fig. 5, which is iden-

tical to the double lined curve depicted in Fig. 4. These

curves show that the effect of a single harvest on atmo-

spheric CO2 levels is a two-stage process. During the

first stage, the level of atmospheric CO2 is higher than

it would have been in the absence of harvest, whereas

the reverse is true in the second stage. The observation

Fig. 3 Development of the carbon stock of a stand that is

mature at time 0. The solid line represents the harvest case.

The dashed line represents the no-harvest case.

Fig. 4 The dashed line depicts the remaining atmospheric car-

bon for the methodology applied by Cherubini et al. (2011a),

with a rotation period of 100 years. The gray, solid line repre-

sents the atmospheric carbon remaining with a slower growing

stand with harvesting occurring at a stand age of 100 years. In

both cases, harvesting of this stand at time 0 is assumed to

cause an emission pulse of one ton of carbon. The dotted curve

traces the effect on atmospheric carbon levels in the no-harvest

case, whereas the double-line curve shows the net effect of har-

vest compared with no harvest.
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that the negative effect in the second stage is smaller than

the positive effect during the first stage is important to

predict the outcome of a series of harvest events.

Next, consider the case in which harvest takes place

annually. Every year, there is a pulse of emissions of 1

ton of carbon with subsequent regrowth on the stand.

The set of thin curves shown in Fig. 5 represent the

effects of these subsequent annual harvest events. The

net effect on atmospheric CO2 of this series of harvest

events is calculated via vertical summation of this set of

curves and the dashed curve. This gives the solid line

depicted in Fig. 5, which is measured on the right axis.

Note that the dashed curve converges toward zero,

whereas the solid line converges toward 19 tons of car-

bon (result not shown here). Hence, a single harvest

event has no long-term effect on atmospheric carbon,

whereas a permanently increased harvest level will

increase atmospheric CO2 permanently. It follows that

an increased harvest level is not a carbon-neutral activ-

ity not even in the long term, whereas a single harvest

event is a carbon-neutral activity in the long term.

Discussion

The realization that wood fuels are not carbon neutral

gives rise to a number of methodological questions

or assumptions regarding the manner via which CO2

emissions from wood fuels should be modeled. In this

study, I have focused on four methodological choices.

First, I analyzed whether the consideration of a single

harvest event is sufficient when the consequences of the

increased use of biomass presently and in the future are

to be analyzed. Second, I analyzed whether the assump-

tion that the rotation period ends when the growth of

the trees has culminated is satisfactory. Third, I ana-

lyzed the manner via which the baseline no-harvest

scenario should be constructed. Finally, I studied the

importance of including impulse response functions in

the analyses.

The work of Cherubini et al. (2011a) was used as a

starting point to evaluate the importance of these meth-

odological choices. The approach of those authors of

using an impulse response function was adopted. How-

ever, their model was adjusted taking into account that

harvest usually takes place before the growth of the

trees has culminated. The baseline (no harvest) scenario

was adjusted accordingly. Finally, a single harvest

approach was supplemented with a multiharvest

approach, which reflects the fact that the policy pro-

posal to be analyzed addresses the question of whether

biomass should be harvested at the current time and in

the future.

The numerical simulations provided information on

the importance of these methodological choices. First,

they showed that the results change fundamentally

when a single harvest approach is replaced with a

multiharvest approach reflecting a permanently

increased harvest level. A single harvest approach could

lead to the conclusion that wood fuels are carbon neu-

tral in the long term, but not in the short term, whereas

a multiharvest approach leads to the conclusion that

wood fuels are not carbon neutral, neither in the long

term nor in the short term. The multiharvest approach

revealed that a permanently increased harvest level

leads to a permanent increase in atmospheric carbon

also when a realistic carbon-cycle model is taken into

account.

Second, it was found that the consideration that har-

vest usually takes place before growth of the trees has

culminated and the consequent adjustment of the base-

line have a significant effect on the results, although

they are not changed fundamentally.

Third, the results of Holtsmark (2012) were adjusted

by incorporating an impulse response function in the

analyses. This approach did not change the results fun-

damentally. Using simple accumulation of CO2 in the

atmosphere in this type of study is an approximation

that is acceptable.

Another question, which was not discussed here, con-

cerns the extent to which the increased harvest of a forest

may reduce atmospheric carbon if the extracted biomass

Effect of a single harvest event taking place to day on
atmospheric CO2 (left axis)

Effect on atmospheric CO2 of an increased  harvest level
(right axis)

IRF applied to the result in Holtmark, 2012 (right axis)
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Fig. 5 The dashed curve (left axis) shows the net effect on

atmospheric carbon of a single harvest event taking place today

compared with the no-harvest case. The set of thin curves

depicts similar net effects of subsequent annual harvest events.

The thick solid line (right axis) shows the total net atmospheric

carbon that remains after this series of identical annual harvest

events. The dotted curve (right axis) represents the effect of an

increased harvest level, as described in Holtsmark (2012).
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replaces fossil energy sources. For a discussion of this ques-

tion, see Holtsmark (2012) andMcKechnie et al. (2011).
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overlapping reflections was very clear. For
the powder pattern of (Mg0.81Fe0.19)SiO3
tetragonal garnet, on the other hand, line
splitting was not clear except for the (400)-
(004) doublet and the (240)-(402)-(204)
triplet; other overlapping reflections were
diffused and looked like one broad peak.
Under the optical microscope, sections of

the tetragonal garnet phase exhibited low
birefringence. In one of the runs on a start-
ing material of (Mgo.8Feo.2)Si03 composi-
tion, an isotropic phase was optically detect-
ed; however, the x-ray diffraction pattern
resembled that of tetragonal garnet that was
synthesized from the same starting material,
showing small splitting of some peaks. An
electron microprobe analysis indicated that
the chemical composition of this optically
isotropic phase was also x = 0.19(1) [where
x = Fe/(Fe + Mg)], A1203 S 0.1% by
weight, with no other contaminants present.
The lattice parameters determined by the
WPPD method are a = 11.5323(3) A and c
= 11.4541(4) A, with Rwp = 3.6%, which
are essentially the values of isochemical te-
tragonal garnet. In conclusion, this "isotro-
pic" phase is identified as tetragonal garnet.
It may appear "isotropic' on account of the
fineness of the crystal grain size. The micro-
crystallinity (<2 ,um) is a remarkable micro-
scopic feature of the tetragonal garnets syn-
thesized in the present study.
Kato (9) reported in the conclusion of his

experimental studies of the MgSiO3-FeSiO3
system that the cubic garnet phase with a
normal garnet structure (majorite) is stable
in the range of composition 0.2 < x < 0.4
at 20 GPa and 2000°C, whereas the tetrago-
nal garnet phase is stable for x < 0.2. We
carried out a series of experiments with a
starting composition of x = 0.3 as well but
could not observe cubic garnet; we observed
only a small amount of optically anisotropic
tetragonal phase in insufficient proportions
for x-ray diffraction analysis. The major pro-
portion ofthe sample product was an assem-
blage of spinel and stishovite when experi-
mental temperature was somewhat low and
quench crystals from liquid when it was
somewhat high. (The experiments were per-
formed several times at temperatures around
2000°C.) Our present observations thus do
not suggest the existence ofthe cubic gamet
phase. It is possible that Kato (9) might
have misidentified "isotropic" tetragonal
garnet as "cubic" garnet.
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life-span of >5 years) in forms such as

structural components of buildings (Fig. 1).
This level is significantly higher than the
historical level, which was as low as 20% in
the 1950s (12). The long-term average is
considerably lower than the current value
because 75% of the timber harvested in the
last 100 years in Oregon and Washington
was cut before 1960 (13).
At least 15% ofthe wood fiber in a typical

harvest is left behind as broken or defective
(14, 15). Some of this material is used for
fuel or paper production and is therefore
quickly converted to atmospheric CO2. Of
the C removed from the site, 11% is in bark
(16), which is either burned or composted
to form mulch. Most of the tree volume
removed from a stand is used in lumber
production (17). When undecayed harvested
wood is converted to boards or plywood, at
least 35 to 45% is lost to sawdust or scrap
during production (15). Some of this waste
material is used in particle- and wafer-board
production, but most is consumed as fuel or
converted to paper. Production of paper,
even with recycling, results in a loss ofCO2
to the atmosphere, in that only 46 to 58% of
primary paper production is recovered as

fiber (15) and the residue serves largely as

fuel.
The result of all this activity is that, of the

325 Mg of C per hectare harvested from a

typical old-growth forest, 187 Mg ofC per
hectare may be lost to the atmosphere from
paper production, fuel consumpton, or de-
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Effects on Carbon Storage of Conversion of
Old-Growth Forests to Young Forests

MARK E. HARMON, WILLIAM K. FERRELL, JERRY F. FRANKLIN

Simulations ofcarbon storage suggest that conversion ofold-growth forests to young
fast-growing forests will not decrease atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2) in general, as
has been suggested recently. During simulated timber harvest, on-site carbon storage is
reduced considerably and does not approach old-growth storage capacity for at least
200 years. Even when sequestration of carbon in wooden buildings is induded in the
models, timber harvest results in a net flux of CO2 to the atmosphere. To offset this
effect, the production oflumber and other long-term wood products, as well as the life-
span of buildings, would have to increase markedly. Mass balance calculations indicate
that the conversion of5 x 106 hectares ofold-growth forests to younger plantations in
western Oregon and Washington in the last 100 years has added 1.5 x 109 to
1.8 x 109 megagrams of carbon to the atmosphere.
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composition (Fig. 1). The proportion of
young forests converted to long-termn stor-
age is probably even lower than that of old-
growth forests because less breakage or de-
fect will be offset by less recovery of boards
and plywood (15). Ifwe assume that 45% of
the boles in a 60-year-old stand is converted
to long-term storage, harvest of a 60-year-
old forest will still result in a net loss to the
atmosphere of 132 Mg ofC per hectare. For
wood harvested from either old-growth or
young-growth forests, the "long-term" stor-
age is perhaps 200 years at most (18).
We constructed a computer simulation

model to examine the temporal dynamics of
C storage in the Douglas fir and hemlock
(Pseudotsuga-Tsuga) ecosystems common to
the Pacific Northwest. This nonlinear differ-
ence model with a 1-year time step tracks C
storage in the following forest components:
foliage, branchwood, boles, coarse roots,
fine roots, fine woody debris, forest floor,
coarse woody debris, and light and heavy
soil C (19). Data for the biomass, produc-
tion, and C turnover of these components
were compiled for young and old-growth
Douglas fir and hemlock forests growing on
the west side of the Oregon and Washing-
ton Cascade Mountain Range.

For the purposes of analysis, we adopted
several assumptions: that changing climatic
conditions and CO2 concentrations would
not affect processing rates; that net produc-
tion of bole wood and bark for all simula-
tions would peak at 30 years at 8.5 Mg ofC
per hectare per year (20, 21); and that
repeated harvesting would not reduce long-
term site productivity. The latter assump-
tion is conservative in that repeated harvest
may well reduce productivity (22) and detri-
tal storage (23). In the simulations, we
compared and assessed the effect on C stor-
age of (i) a natural disturbance versus timber
harvest, (ii) a 50% increase in the decompo-
sition rate after disturbance versus no in-
crease, and (iii) the removal of logging
residues versus no removal in repeated har-
vests on a 60-year rotation.
The simulated biomass accumulation rates

matched those for the old-growth condition

Fig. 1. Flow of C (megagrams per
hectare) into long- and short-term stor-
age components after harvest of a 1-ha

reakage old-growth forest. Data are from stud-
ies on Douglas fir and western hemlock
(14-17). Boards and plywood are as-
sumed to enter long-term storage (>5
years). Sawdust, scrap, and pulp are
assumed to enter short-tern storage.

age
due

closely (+2%) but were 25% higher than
actual values for natural stands at 60 years
(Table 1), matching more closely the values
for plantations (20). Harvest of old-growth
forests reduced C storage for at least 250
years, and, interestingly, a natural distur-
bance such as fire or windthrow also re-
duced storage but much less drastically (Fig.
2). Storage declined with harvest both with
and without an assumption of increased
decomposition with disturbance, although
the decrease was larger with this assump-
tion. The decomposition rate of the forest
floor has increased with harvest in other
forest ecosystems (24) and is expected to
increase in the Pacific Northwest because
sapwood volume is greater in woody detri-
tus from young trees than from old trees
(25) and leaf-litter decay is greater early in
succession (26).
Although detrital components store 25 to

30% of the C in Douglas fir and hemlock
ecosystems, they can be strongly and nega-
tively affected by management manipula-
tions. Coarse woody debris, for example,
virtually disappeared in one simulation of
short harvest rotations and intensive utiliza-
tion (23). Soil organic matter, especially the
light fraction (27), most likely will decrease
under intensive management. In simulations
of repeated 60-year harvests, the reduction

in C storage was stabilized after two rota-
tions (Fig. 3). Increases in living-tree stor-
age brought about by genetic improvement,
nutrient fertilization, and CO2 fertilization
(28) may offset some of the losses from
detrital pools. However, even if coarse
woody debris is the only detrital component
reduced (with a reduction of 100 Mg of C
per hectare), these improvements will need
to nearly double the mean annual increment
at rotation age to offset the losses.

In a comparison of total C storage, there
was 2.2 to 2.3 times as much storage in a
450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga natural stand
as in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga plantation
(Table 1). However, over a landscape, man-
aged forests in the full range of age classes
store less C than a forest of uniform age.
With the assumption of a sustained forest
yield, one can calculate the mean C stored in
a landscape after conversion from the old-
growth condition by averaging over the first
t years of the simulation, where t is rotation
age. For landscapes with rotations of50, 75,
and 100 years, the C stored would be at
most 38, 44, and 51%, respectively, of that
stored in the old-growth stand (29). As
discussed above, these differences are con-
servative because storage in detrital compo-
nents would be greatly reduced with repeat-
ed harvest.

Conversion of old-growth forests to
young plantations invariably reduces C stor-
age, even when structural components in
buildings are considered. Comparison ofthe
actual biomass of an old-growth forest and
that of a 60-year-old forest of similar site
quality indicates that C storage is reduced
350 Mg of C per hectare by conversion,
again a conservative estimate because forests
continue to lose mass for three decades after
disturbance. Model results accounting for
this process indicate that C storage is re-
duced on site by 370 Mg ofC per hectare as
a result of conversion. However, C stored

Table 1. Carbon (33) storage in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga forest and a 450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga
forest.

60-year-old forest 450-year-old forest
Component Mg of C per Rfrne Mg of C per Rernc

hectare Reference hectare Reference

Foliage 5.5 (20) 6.2 (16)
-7.0 (40)

Branchwood 7.0 (20) 26.3 (16)
Boles (wood and bark) 145 (20) 323 (16)
Coarse roots 29 (34) 71 (16)
Fine roots 5.6 (35) 5.6 (16)
Fine woody debris
and forest floor 7.1 (36) 26 (16)

Coarse woody debris 3.8 (37) 97 (25)
-19 (38)

Soil carbon 56 (39) 56 (16)
Total* 259 to 274 611 to 612

*Range given because of variation in estimates for foliage and coarse woody debris.
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off site in buildings offsets some of the
reductions in on-site storage. Given a 42%
conversion of the boles to structural compo-
nents in buildings and a 2% annual replace-
ment of the structures, the conversion of
old-growth to younger forests reduces stor-
age by 305 Mg of C per hectare in one 60-
year rotation. Unless utilization standards
greatly increase and structural components
in buildings can be made to have greater life
expectancy, it is doubtful that repeated har-
vests can offset the original losses caused by
conversion (30).

Conversion of old-growth forests in the
Pacific Northwest has been a significant
source of C in the atmosphere. In western
Oregon and Washington there are 10 x 106
ha of commercial forest land (31). If we use
as a basis the age-class structure of large,
uncut areas, such as those in Mount Rainier
and Olympic national parks, we calculate
that 7 x 106 ha were probably in an old-
growth condition in 1890. Currently,
2 x 106 ha of old growth remain (31); thus
5 x 106 ha have been converted. If C stor-
age has been reduced by -305 to -370 Mg
of C per hectare by the conversion,
1.5 x 109 to 1.8 x 109 Mg of C has been
added to the atmosphere in the last century.
In reality, the total flux from this region
from changes in land use will have been
considerably higher because of the harvest
of second-growth forest, widespread fires,
and the removal offorest land from produc-
tion by such processes as road construction
and urbanization. Given the small area we
are considering, a mere 0.017% of the
earth's land surface, old-growth forest con-
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Fig. 2. Carbon storage, expressed as a percentage
of old-growth storage, in a simulation of a Doug-
las fir and hemlock old-growth ecosystem dis-
turbed by fire or timber harvest. The assumptions
are that fire used in site preparation will remove

50% of the fine woody debris and forest floor and
25% of the coarse woody debris. The simulation
was run with two scenarios: (A) disturbance is
followed by a 50% increase in the decomposition
rate, which decreases 3% annually and reaches
old-growth values in 100 years; (B) disturbance
does not affect decomposition rates.
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Fig 3. Carbon storage expressed as a perccntage
of old-growth storage in a simulation of repeated
harvests on a 60-year rotation. The assumptions
arc that sitc productivity will not change, that
disturbance will inittially increase decomposition
rates 50%1, and that fire used in site preparation
will remove 50% of the fine woody debris and
forest floor and 25% of the coarse woody debris.
Three scenarios were examined: (i) coarse woody
debris and residues such as defcctive boles are left
on site; (ii) coarse woody debris is left but other
residues are removed; and (iii) all residues are left,
but 45% of harvested wood is converted to long-
term storage (buildings and other structures) with
a 2% annual loss.

version appears to account for a noteworthy
2% of the total C released because of land
use changes in the last 100 years (6, 7, 32).
Although reintroducing forests to defor-

ested regions wisl increase C storage in the
biotafl conversion of old-growth forests to
younger forests under current harvesting
and use conditions has added and wige con-
tinue to add C to the atmnosphere. This
conclusion is likely to hold in most forests in
which the age ofharvest is less than the age
required to reach the old-growth stage of
succession. The amount of C added by
conversion will vary among forests, depend-

rg on tflormaxn25 um storage capawty and
the disference between the timber rotation
age and the age of the old-growth state
wiesin the given ecosystem.
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An Aptian Plant with Attached Leaves and Flowers:
Implications for Angiospern Origin

DAVID WINSHIP TAYLOR AND LEO J. HicKEY

Recent phylogenetic studies and fossil finds support a new view of the ancestral
angiosperm. A diminutive fossil angiosperm from the Aptian ofAustralia has attached
leaves, with intermediate pinnate-palmate, low-rank venation, and lateral axes bearing
pistillate organs subtended by bracts and bracteoles that are the oldest direct evidence
of flowers. A variety of data suggests a similar morphology for the ancestral
angiosperm. This hypothesis explains similarities between rhizomatous to herbaceous
Magnoliidae and basal monocots, scarcity of early angiosperm wood, and lack of
recognition of earlier remains.

T HE OLDEST UNEQUIVOCAL ANGIO-
sperm remains, mostly dispersed or-
gans, are from Lower Cretaceous

strata. Fossil pollen is reported from the
Hauterivian of England and Barremian of
West Africa (1), and leaves from the Barre-
mian to Aptian of eastern North America
(2). Unequivocal angiosperm flowers (3)
and wood (4) first appear during the Albian.
These remains show affinities to taxa with
diminutive stature and reproductive organs
(2, 5-7) and to taxa with shrub to tree habit
and moderate-sized, complex flowers (2, 3).
The early and possibly oldest occurrence of
the former conflicts with the existing theory
that the ancestral angiosperm was a small
tree or shrub, with pinnately veined, simple
leaves and flowers of moderate to large size
with numerous reproductive parts (8),
though other views have been proposed (2,
9, 10).
We recently recognized the angiosper-

mous affinities of a plant described by Drin-
nan and Chambers as a fern ("Marsileales ?
indet?") (11) from the Aptian Korumburra
Group of the Gippsland Basin at Koon-
warra, Victoria, Australia (11-13). This fos-
sil has leaves and attached female inflores-
cences (Fig. lA), which are the oldest un-
equivocal angiosperm reproductive struc-

tures. The only angiospermous pollen
reported from Koonwarra, Clavatipollenites
hughesii (12), is of a type having the earliest
range of any flowering plant. Taken togeth-
er, the fossil evidence and recent phyloge-
netic analyses of extant plants (10, 14) are
compatible with a new hypothesis for the
ancestral angiosperm.
The fossil has two leaves attached to the

axis, which bends sharply to the right at the
upper node, and two axillary inflorescences
(Fig. lA). Attachment of the proximal leaf
and distal inflorescence is shown by their
orientation and similarity to the other clear-
ly attached organs. The inflorescences are
masses of overlapping bracts, bracteoloes,
and ovaries; distinct bracts are noticeable at
the apex of the lower inflorescence and
along the right side ofthe upper, where they
overlap the distal petiole.
The axis is thin (1.4 mm wide) and

exhibits longitudinal ridges, which may be
the remains of vascular bundles. Apparent
fragility, an apparently dissected stele, and
co-occurrence of fully expanded, diminutive
leaves with well-developed axillary inflores-
cences suggest a herbaceous habit. Widely
spaced yellow-brown, translucent, discoidal
impressions (0.03 to 0.04 mm; Fig. lG)
occurring throughout the fossil may be the
remains of ethereal oil cells.
The leaves are alternately arranged (Fig.

lA). The lower (Fig. lE) has a long petiole
that clasps the axis, and a lamina that is
apparently folded over distally (Figs. lE and

702

2A). Evidence for folding derives from two
major veins that extend to the margin and
abruptly reverse at the fold; complex, anom-
alously dense higher venation apparently
resulting from superimposition oftwo levels
ofveins; and lack ofa carbonaceous thicken-
ing along the folded margin. The leaf is
simple, unlobed, slightly asymmetrical at the
base, and broadly ovate, to 10.1 mm wide.
The lower laminar margin is darkly stained,
suggesting a thickening, and has an inferred
incipient sinus (at indentation on left; Fig.
1E). The overfolded upper portion appears
to be dissected into three deeply incised
dentations. Evidence for dentations, rather
than tears, is the symmetry of their outline
and vein convergence toward their apices.
A five-stranded vascular trunk emerges

into the leaf blade (Figs. 1E and 2A) with
the medial strand composed oftwo bundles.
The vein pattern qualifies equally as very
loosely and irregularly palinactinodromous
or weakly pinnate with three to four pairs of
secondary veins. The basal two pairs are
crowded proximally and arise as lateral bun-
dles directly from the petiole at an acute
angle. The festooned brochidodromous dis-
tal secondaries have irregular spacing and
angles of origin, branch dichotomously to
form loose and irregular loops in at least two
series, and are poorly differentiated from the
primary and tertiary venation.

Tertiary and higher (to fifth) order veins
(Figs. 1E and 2A) form a random reticulum
in which vein orders cannot be consistently
determined, and the angle of tertiary vein
origin is irregular but mostly acute. A fim-
brial vein appears to be present. Areolation
is apparently incomplete or possibly lacking
over some of the leaf. The leaf-rank (15) is
very low first rank, the lowest of any leaf
described or examined among basal angio-
sperms (16).
The inflorescence (Fig. 1A) is peduncu-

late and cymose, probably a thryse (to 9 mm
long), with ovate bracts (to 3.5 mm long; b
in Fig. 1, A and F) attached to a primary
axis. There appear to be two axillary brac-
teoles (br in Fig. 1F) and within these is at
least one ovary. The small, oblong ovaries
(Fig. 1C; 0.57 mm wide) have a short
stigma (Fig. IC) and no style. There is no
evidence of a suture, and, although the
specially placed stigma is typical of ascidate
carpels, the ovary could be syncarpous.

Leafcharacters alone reveal the angiosper-
mous affinities of the fossil. Random-reticu-
late venation with anastomoses at several
vein orders, a multistrand splaying out into
the laminar base forming an indeterminate
actinodromous-brochidodromous venation,
and incomplete areoles occur in combina-
tion only in angiosperms (5, 16). In addi-
tion, the morphology of the reproductive
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Executive Summary: the Tongass is a global champion in sequestering (absorbing) 

atmospheric carbon and storing it long-term in its ancient trees, productive soils, and 

dense rainforest foliage. Because it is one of the world’s last relatively intact temperate 

rainforests, and it has a maritime climate, the Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate 

change defense and a climate refuge for its world-class salmon and wildlife populations. 

Logging of the Tongass rainforest produces greenhouse gas emissions that damages the 

region’s contribution to a safe climate. Recognizing the critical need to reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions to keep global warming temperatures below a dangerous 2º C 

(~4º F) anticipated increase, a climate change agreement was reached in Paris by 195 

members of the Conference of Parties (COP 21 also known as the 2015 Paris Climate 

Conference), including the USA. Articles of the agreement called for forests to be 

managed as a global “sink” for carbon. Therefore, protecting carbon sinks and reducing 

forestry emissions are pivotal steps to ensure a safe climate for Alaskans and for future 

generations.  

Given the global importance of the Tongass as a carbon sink, we wanted to: (1) determine 

if the Tongass Draft Forest Plan Amendment (preferred alternative) was generally 

consistent with the Paris articles regarding managing forests as a carbon sink;  

(2) consistent with the Obama Administration’s policies on climate change; and (3) 

whether the timeline for the proposed transition out of old-growth logging was consistent 

with efforts to end global deforestation under global forest and climate change 

agreements (e.g., COP 2, NY Forest Declaration). Thus, we estimated CO2 emissions 

anticipated from logging old growth and young-growth forests as proposed by the Forest 

Service on the Tongass over the next 25 and 100 years and compared them to emissions 

under a conservation alternative designed to speed up the transition by relying mostly on 

soon-to-be-ready-for logging young growth as a replacement for old-growth logging.  

Key Findings (for 100 years):  

§ The agencies’ preferred alternative would log 43,167 acres of old growth (OG) 

and 261,850 acres of young growth (YG) resulting in the equivalent emissions of 

~4 million vehicles annually on Alaska roads for the next 100 years. These 
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estimates account for carbon stored in wood products and capture of carbon by 

forest regrowth. 

§ Logging emissions are ~175 times greater than the “reference point” for project 

emissions recommended by the White House’s Council of Environmental Quality 

(CEQ). Emissions would result in a “social cost of carbon”conservatively 

estimated at >$100 million annually in global warming damages by the end of the 

century. Losses are ~10 times the projected timber revenues on the Tongass. 

§ A conservation alternative proposed by conservation groups (but dismissed by the 

Forest Service) would rely predominately on 76,000 acres of low controversy YG 

to support the transition with much less OG (9,125 acres over 100 years) to 

support specialty products. This alternative yields the equivalent emissions of 

over ~400,000 vehicles annually for 100 years, 16 times above CEQ emissions 

reference, but a tenth of the emissions from Forest Service proposed logging.  

§ The Tongass preferred alternative is out-of-step with efforts by the global 

community to reduce emissions. The conservation alternative better complies with 

CEQ guidelines, the Paris climate agreement, and efforts to reduce climate 

damages from CO2 pollution. 

§ President Obama showed great interest in Alaska’s already extensive climate 

impacts during his September 2015 Alaska visit to showcase his climate change 

initiatives prior to the Paris conference. Continued OG logging on the Tongass 

would further jeopardize Alaska’s climate and is out of step with the President’s 

climate change agenda.  

 
NO OTHER NATIONAL FOREST STORES MORE CARBON THAN THE 

TONGASS (map shows concentration of Tongass forest-carbon stores) 
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THE TONGASS IS A NATIONAL CARBON SINK 
 
Photo: D. DellaSala 

“This is as good of a signpost as any when it comes to the impacts of climate change.” 
President Obama during his September 2015 tour to Alaska glaciers. 

 

Alaska’s First Line of Climate Defense–Alaska is at the front lines of climate change, 

experiencing higher temperature increases than any other region in the nation along with 

increasing floods, coastal erosion and displacement of native villages, interior wildfires, 

die off of certain conifers, thawing of permafrost, and glacial melting (among other 

changes anticipated over the coming century)
1
. If Alaska is on the front lines, then the 

Tongass is Alaska’s first line of climate defense.  

At 16.8 million acres, the Tongass National Forest in southeast Alaska is the crown jewel 

of the national forest system. It is the nation’s largest national forest and one of the 

world’s last relatively intact temperate rainforests and thus it has global significance
2
. Its 

world-class salmon runs are the backbone of a thriving subsistence, commercial fishery, 

and recreation-based economy
3
. The Tongass is by far the nation’s champion in storing 

carbon long-term
4
 and, in doing so, represents a unique opportunity for the Obama 

Administration to lead by example regarding its global commitments to the Paris climate 

change agreements designed to keep global warming below the dangerous 2º C (~4º F) 

presumed tipping point. During COP 21, the parties recognized the importance of forests 

as global “sinks” for storing greenhouse gases and called for steps by the global 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1
Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. 2010. Alaska’s climate change strategy: addressing 

impacts in Alaska. http://www.climatechange.alaska.gov 
2
DellaSala, D.A. 2011. Temperate and boreal rainforests of the world: ecology and conservation. Island  

Press: Washington, D.C. 
3
Crane, L.K., and J.R. Mehrkens. 2013. Indigenous and commercial uses of the natural resources of the 

North Pacific Rainforest with a focus on Southeast Alaska and Haida Gwaii. Pp. 89-126. In G.H. Orians & 

J.W. Schoen (eds.). North Pacific Temperate Rainforests. University of Washington Press, Seattle.  
4
Leighty, W.W. et al. 2006. Effects of management on carbon sequestration in forest biomass in southeast 

Alaska. Ecosystems 9:1051-1065 
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community to conserve and enhance forest sinks to help stabilize what may soon become 

run-away climate chaos.  

 

Conference of the Parties (COP 21) Twenty-First session, Paris, December 12, 2015 

“Recognizes the importance of adequate and predictable financial resources, including 
for results-based payments, as appropriate, for the implementation of policy approaches 
and positive incentives for reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, 
and the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of 
forest carbon stocks; as well as alternative policy approaches, such as joint mitigation 
and adaptation approaches for the integral and sustainable management of forests…..  

Parties should take action to conserve and enhance, as appropriate, sinks and reservoirs 
of greenhouse gases as referred to in Article 4, paragraph 1(d), of the Convention, 
including forests.” 

Photo: D. DellaSala 

The Tongass is pivotal to the Obama Administration’s climate change commitments. The 

region’s forests not only store more carbon than any national forest,but also may function 

as a climate refuge (i.e., first line of defense) given maritime influences may moderate 

more extreme climate events anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests 

further south
5
. Relatively intact watersheds provide a refuge for old-growth dependent 

species (including many that are important to subsistence needs), and buffer salmon 

populations from cumulative effects of climate change and more extensive logging in the 

surroundings (non-federal lands)
6
.  

Notably, prior estimates of net carbon flux from logging scenarios on the Tongass 

indicate that only a no-logging scenario maintains carbon stores through time
4
. Carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
5
DellaSala, D.A. et al. 2015. Climate change may trigger broad shifts in North America’s Pacific coastal 

rainforests. Online module – Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences – published by Science Direct 
6
For examples, see Watson, et al. 2013. Mapping vulnerability and conservation adaptation strategies  

under climate change. Nature Climate Change 3:989-994. 
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also has future economic value in terms of avoided costs from global warming pollution 

and development of carbon-offset markets. For instance, if carbon were stored long-term 

in old-growth forests instead of being released to the atmosphere by logging, the 

estimated annual economic value of carbon would be comparable to revenue generated 

from Tongass timber sales should carbon markets mature
4
. Moreover, the Interagency 

Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon estimated the cost of carbon in economic 

impacts from global warming would be $27-221 per ton by 2050
7
. Recent evidence 

suggests the anticipated costs maybe much higher, including large demographic 

displacements of human populations along coastlines
8
. 

 

 

Planetary carbon cycle with exchange of carbon among land, atmosphere, and oceans 

(billions of tons of carbon per year)
9
. Yellow numbers represent natural carbon fluxes, 

red are carbon dioxide emissions in billions of tons of carbon per year. White numbers 

show stored carbon. Note the fossil fuel related carbon stores in the diagram. Forests are 

integral to the earth’s carbon filtration system. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Carbon_cycle 

Photo: D. DellaSala 
Forests as a Carbon Sink – forests are a vital part of the 

global atmospheric carbon cycle that contribute to climate 

stabilization by absorbing (sequestering) and storing vast 

amounts of carbon dioxide (CO2) in trees (live and dead), 

soils, and understory foliage. As a forest ages, it continues 

to sequester and store carbon, functioning as a net “sink” for 

centuries if undisturbed. Ongoing carbon sequestration and 

storage has been measured in forests >800 years old
10

. 
 

When a forest is cut down, roughly 66% to 80% of the 

stored carbon in the forest
11

 is released overtime as CO2 

(some carbon is stored in wood products) thereby 

converting forests from a sink to a “source” or “emitter.” 

The minimal storage in wood products is an accounting 

misstep typical of federal agency carbon 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
7
 Interagency Working Group on Social Cost of Carbon, United States Government. 2013. Technical 

Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis – Under Executive Order 12866. May. 
8
 Pizer et al. 2014. Using and improving the social cost of carbon. Science 346:1189-1190. 

DOI:10.1126/science.125974 
9
Reprinted from DellaSala, D.A. In 2013. The carbon cycle and global change: too much of a good thing. 

Reference Module in Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences, Elsevier. 3 pp. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-409548-9.05874-7 
10

Luyssaert, S. et al. 2008. Old-growth forests as global carbon sinks. Nature 455:213-215 
11

Wayburn, L.A. 2000 (several citations included). Forest carbon in the United States: opportunities and 

options for private lands. Pacific Forest Trust, San Francisco. 
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pronouncements that over value carbon in wood products
12

.  

 

Soon after logging, carbon is emitted to the atmosphere via rapid decomposition of 

logging slash, fossil-fuel emissions from transport and wood processing, and decay or 

combustion (within 40-50 years) of forest products in landfills
13

. Planting or growing 

young trees or storing carbon in wood products does not make up for emissions released 

from a logged forest. Indeed, after an old forest is clearcut, the young forest remains a net 

CO2 emitter for 5 to 50 years, depending on site productivity
14

.  

 

Logging on the Tongass is global warming pollution(photo: D. DellaSala) 

 

Globally, deforestation (8-15%) and forest degradation (6-13%) contribute more 

greenhouse gas pollution than the world’s entire transportation network
15

, which is 

why countries, including the U.S., have committed to reducing emissions and protecting 

forest sinks (COP 21 climate agreements). Recognizing the importance of unlogged 

forests as carbon sinks, scientists also have repeatedly called on countries to protect their 

vast forest carbon stores as integral to stabilizing global climate change
16

.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
12The White House. 2015. Climate change and the land sector: improving measurement, mitigation and 

resilience of our natural resources.	  
13

Harmon, M.E. W.K Ferrel, J. F. Franklin. 1990. Effects on carbon storage of conversion of old –growth 

forests to young forests. Science 247:699-702. 
14

Law, B. E., and M.E. Harmon. 2011. Forest sector carbon management, measurement and verification, 

and discussion of policy related to climate change. Carbon Management 2:73-84.  
15

Estimates are conservative as they were mainly derived from the tropics where the majority of forest 

losses occur – boreal and temperate losses are not available at this time. Intergovernmental Panel on 

Climate Change. 2007.  Synthesis report. An assessment of the IPCC on climate change. Houghton, R.A., 

B.Byers, and A.A. Nassikas. 2012. A role for tropical forests in stabilizing atmospheric CO2. Nature 

Climate Change 5:1022-1023. 
16

MackeyB., et al. 2014. Policy options for the world’s primary forests in multilateral environmental 

agreements. Conservation Letters 8:139-147 DOI: 10.1111/conl.12120. Also letters sent to the Forest 

Service and USDA in 2015 signed by 7 scientific societies and hundreds of the nation’s leading natural 

resource scientists calling on the Administration to protect the Tongass old-growth rainforest sink.  
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Photo: The Big Thorne logging operation on Prince of Wales Island converted Tongass 
old-growth rainforest from a carbon sink to a source of emissions (S. Ballhorn) 

 
"The Tongass National Forest is a national treasure. Today, I am outlining a series of 
actions by USDA and the Forest Service that will protect the old-growth forests of the 

Tongass while preserving forest jobs in southeast Alaska. I am asking the Forest Service 
to immediately begin planning for the transition to harvesting second growth timber 
while reducing old-growth harvesting over time." July 3, 2013 Press Release, USDA 

Secretary Tom Vilsack. 
 
Tongass Is Transitioning But Not Soon Enough – Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack 

announced in July 2013 that a transition away from old-growth logging would need to 

occur rapidly on the Tongass National Forest while maintaining a viable timber industry. 

In November 2015, the Forest Service released a Draft Environmental Impact Statement 

(DEIS) Plan Amendment to transition the Tongass from predominately old growth to 

predominately young-growth logging with the preferred alternative adopting 

recommendations of a multi-stakeholder Tongass Advisory Committee that incorporated 

years of additional old growth volume as “bridge timber” to accommodate the transition. 

Here, we compare the Forest Service preferred alternative to a conservation alternative 

prematurely dismissed by the Forest Service as not producing enough volume. The 

agencies’ decision to dismiss this alternative occurred before completion of independent 

field inventories that now show sufficient volume from young growth can accommodate 

a more rapid transition with minimal old growth (Appendix I, report in preparation). 

 

In conducting theTongass logging emissions analysis, we compared the following:  

 

§ Forest Service Preferred Alternative – proposes logging 43,167 acres of old 

growth and 261,850 acres of young growth over 100 years with extensive road 

building (road building was not calculated in emissions scenarios although it 

certainly contributes to emissions).  

 

§ Conservation Alternative – proposed by conservation groups to accelerate the 

transition while meeting timber demand targets of the Forest Service using much 

less old growth (OG) to transition. Young growth (YG) estimates were provided 

by Mater Engineering (Appendix I) from field-verified 55-year old pre-

commercially thinned (PCT) YG sampled from a land base of 76,000 acres of 

relatively low controversy areas (i.e., areas not considered environmentally 

sensitive based on a suite of attributes, manuscript in preparation). An additional 

9,125 acres of old growth was estimated for specialty wood products over 100 

years (Appendix I).  
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We estimated carbon stored in young and old forests by interpolating data from prior 

estimates on the Tongass
4 

for above ground biomass, which was higher than estimates 

used by the Forest Service for live tree carbon only. We projected logging emissions of 

the two alternatives over 25- and 100-year increments. We then converted logging 

emissions to equivalent emissions from vehicles using EPAs equivalencies calculator and 

compared these projected emissions to CEQ’s draft “reference point” for minimizing 

emissions of federal actions. CEQ directs agencies to adopt projects with low emission 

using a reference of 25,000 metric tons of CO2(e)
17

 on an annual basis
18

. We used the 

CEQ reference for two reasons: (1) to determine if the preferred alternative is generally 

consistent with the Obama Administration’s global warming commitments (COP 21, 

Paris agreements); and (2) to provide an appropriate regional comparison of logging 

emissions that is based on easy to understand emissions comparable. Notably, the Forest 

Service based logging emissions projections on comparisons to the entire U.S. annual 

greenhouse gas emissions (the wrong scale of comparison), masking the severity of 

regionally specific climateimpacts.  

 

ESTIMATING LOGGING EMISSIONS USING VEHICLE EQUIVALENTS 
Photo: Juneauempire.com 

 
Forest Service Preferred Alternative – In general, the agencies’ preferred alternative to 

log substantially more OG and YG than proposed by the conservation alternative is 

estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 

 

§ equivalent to 4 million vehicles annually for 100-years (Appendix II); and  

§ 175 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 

Conservation Alternative – the transition proposed by the conservation alternative uses 

much less OG and is estimated to generate annual emissions that are: 

 

§ equivalent to 419,535 vehicles annually (Appendix II); and 

§ 16 times > the CEQ emissions reference. 

 

The conservation alternative, while also exceeding CEQ’s reference, yields 10 times less 

emissions in the long-term compared to the agencies’ preferred alternative and therefore 

should have been kept in the DEIS as a reasonable alternative under NEPA. The agencies’ 

preferred alternative is generally inconsistent with the COP 21 climate agreements 

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
17

Carbon dioxide equivalents (CO2e) are an internationally accepted term for comparing different 

greenhouse gas emissions using a common (standardized) unit of analysis.  
18

CEQ 2014. Draft published for public review and comment Dec. 2014. White 

House.https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/nepa_revised_draft_ghg_guidance_searchable.p

df 
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(Article 4 on greenhouse sinks) to conserve forests as a sink for atmospheric carbon and 

is well above the CEQ emissions reference.  

 

 

SOCIAL COSTS OF CARBON 

Photo: S. Ballhorn 

 
 

Executive Order 12866 requires federal agencies to “assess both the costs and benefits of 
the intended regulation and, recognizing that some costs and benefits are difficult to 
quantify, propose or adopt a regulation only upon a reasoned determination that benefits 
of the intended regulation justify its costs.”  

 

We provide an estimate of the social cost of carbon (SCC) derived from relevant 

published sources as a means for costing emissions in a regional context and to illustrate 

how the Forest Service could achieve compliance with the Executive Order by 

documenting climate costs of logging and the benefits of maintaining the Tongass carbon 

sink.  

 

In any cost-benefit analysis, it is imperative to incorporate the benefits (or cost savings) 

of avoiding damages to the environment, or, in this case, the climate, so as to level the 

economic playing field (although many ecosystem services critical to properly 

functioning forests are difficult to quantify). In this case, SCC is expressed as monetized 

damages associated with incremental increases in emissions, including, but not limited to 

changes in net agricultural productivity, human health, property damages from increased 

flood risk, and the value of ecosystem services. An Interagency Working Group on SCC 

estimated the annual cost of releasing emissions to be $27-221 per ton of carbon using 

2050 projections. For this analysis, we used the lower bound of $27 per metric ton of 

CO2(e) to estimate potential costs of logging emissions recognizing costs will escalate 

overtime as a result of the accumulation of regional and global emissions under status 

quo emissions scenarios.  

 

Forest Service Preferred Alternative - CO2 (e) released from logging would contribute to: 

 

§ ~$108 million annually in global warming costs over 100 years. Estimated costs 

are 10 times greater than the $8-10 million in annual wood products value 

anticipated by the Forest Service (DEIS Table 3.22-16).  

 

Conservation Alternative - CO2(e) released from logging would contribute to: 

 

§ ~$11 million annually in global warming costs, a tenth as costly as the Forest 

Service alternative.  
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Thus, the conservation alternative represents a cost savings to the foreseeable future 

climate compared to the Forest Service’s preferred alternative that would result in much 

higher costs due to greater logging emissions and this should have been included in the 

agencies’ NEPA analysis. It should be noted that only a no-logging alternative results in 

maximizing carbon sinks and generating apositive SCC. This is because removing carbon 

from a forest always results in some costs to the climate (costs are based on the 

combination of regional logging intensity and global emissions contributions).  

 

LIMITATIONS, UNCERTAINTIES, AND THE FUTURE CLIMATE 
Photo: A. DellaSala 

 
 
Follow Up Research and Monitoring – accurately estimating carbon in regional forest 

assessments requires the use of new carbon assessment tools and improved inventories 

(including soils) along with inclusion of sequestration rates (e.g., Net Ecosystem 

Productivity). Carbon assessments are costly but necessary to develop proper carbon flux 

estimates from logging and to evaluate SCC as a multiple-use objective. In this case, we 

approximated emissions from published sources, published estimates of carbon stored in 

wood products (using conversion factors), and published estimates of carbon capture via 

forest regrowth (using nationally recognized online carbon tools).  

 

Without the benefit of a comparable analysis, however, the Forest Service claims that 

logging old-growth forests could result in either a net loss or gain of carbon depending 

on logging practices even though clearcut logging (a substantial emissions source) is the 

method of choice on the Tongass (some young tree retentions and small (<10 ac) 

clearcuts are proposed in young forests within Old Growth Reserves and Beach buffers 

by the agency). Our findings are meant to provide a better estimate of emissions than the 

DEIS. Moreover, we used an appropriate scale of analysis that tiers to CEQ emissions 

guidelines and used comparable emission sources (e.g., vehicle equivalents that are 

locally applicable) to evaluate the magnitude of regional impacts. Follow up work, 

ideally conducted by the Forest Service in collaboration with scientists, is needed to 

improve upon these estimates and address uncertainties.  

 

Climate Shift Happens – Notably, the effects of climate change on forest productivity 

represents additional uncertainties. As the climate warms in Alaska, other vegetation 

types may replace conifer forests that evolved under a cooler climate
3
. For instance, 

during the Miocene millions of years ago Alaska was a much warmer place dominated by 

hardwood forests. As climate change now accelerates, it could lower carbon storage in 

conifer forests as the climate conducive to hardwoods gradually replaces conifers and 

some conifers die off from climate change effects (thereby releasing CO2 as is currently 



	   11	  

happening with an extensive die-off of Alaska yellow cedar
19

). However, the maritime 

climate of the Tongass might ameliorate some of these shifts compared to more extreme 

changes anticipated for interior Alaska and temperate rainforests to the south
3
.  

Photo: A. DellaSala 
 

 
ALASKA’S FIRST LINE OF CLIMATE CHANGE DEFENSE AT RISK: 

CONCLUSIONS 

 

Although the Obama Administration took a leadership position during the climate 
negotiations in Paris, its global commitments to lower emissions and end deforestation 
ostensibly do not extend to Alaska’s globally significant Tongass rainforest carbon sink. 

 

The Administration has a unique opportunity to demonstrate to the world that it takes its 

climate change commitments seriously by quickening the pace of transition without 

relying on controversial timber sales that will cost more in future economic losses from 

climate change than the revenues generated by logging. The Forest Service has not 

conducted a logging emissions analysis as directed by CEQ. It has not conducted a cost-

benefit analysis of the SCC implications of more OG logging and is out of compliance 

with Executive Order 12866. The feasibility of an accelerated transition was 

demonstrated in the conservation alternative summarily dismissed by the agency but 

which uses much less OG and generates far less emissions over time.  

 

A robust analysis using carbon life cycle accounting is needed to more fully assess the 

social cost of carbon using advancements in forest carbon accounting as declared in 

recent climate change policies of the White House
11

. The Tongass is a known carbon sink, 

yet land-use emissions
11

references the importance of climate resilience best achieved 

through ecosystem and landscape conservation. Ecosystem resilience, and therefore the 

Tongass carbon sink, will decline on the Tongass with another 100 years of OG logging 

and road building. Proposed logging will be occurring at a time when the climate is 

changing the likelihood that the Tongass can function as a climate refuge
3
.  

 

“I loved Alaska and met so many inspiring people. Have to keep up the fight on climate 
change for their sake—and ours.” President Obama on his September visit 

 

The international community clearly spoke up in Paris about the strategic value of forest 

sinks in keeping global warming below the dangerous 2º C threshold. Choosing a climate 

responsible alternative for the Tongass would allow the Obama Administration to live up 

to its commitments to safeguard Alaska’s climate, comply with the COP 21 climate 

agreements and its pledge to end global deforestation.  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
19

Hennon P.E.et al. 2012. Shifting climate, altered niche, and a dynamic conservation strategy for yellow-

cedar in the North PacificCoastal Rainforest. Bioscience 62: 147–158. 
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“We share the vision of slowing, halting, and reversing global forest loss while 
simultaneously enhancing food security for all. Reducing emissions from deforestation 

and increasing forest restoration will be extremely important in limiting global warming 
to 2°C.” United Nations Climate Summit New York Declaration on Forests (agreed to by 
157 governments, including the U.S, indigenous groups, corporations, NGOs, and others)  
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APPENDIX I. YOUNG GROWTH LOGGING LEVELS NEEDED TO HIT TIMBER 

DEMAND THRESHOLDS OF THE FOREST SERVICE CALCULATED FROM MATER 

2015 PHASE II CRUISE RESULTS (IN PUBLICATION PREPARATION). 
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Calculation Notes (all other calculations will be posted online): 
 

§ Carbon values interpolated from Leighty et al. 2006 Fig. 2 for age classes as follows: 55 years 

(494 tons per ac), 65 years (585 tons per acre), 120 years (776 tons per acre).  

§ Emissions adjusted to account for wood products stores using published estimates in footnote 10 

and then multiplied by 3.67 to convert to metric tons CO2 (e).  

§ Logging emissions are equivalent to passenger vehicle emissions 

http://www.epa.gov/energy/greenhouse-gas-equivalencies-calculator.  

§ CEQ reference = 25,000 metric tons CO2 (e): 

https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2014/12/24/2014-30035/revised-draft-guidance-for-

federal-departments-and-agencies-on-consideration-of-greenhouse-gas 

§ PL 113-291 requires: no more than 50,000 acres of initial YG (not including re-harvest acres) 

logging; total YG logging in first ten years cannot exceed 15,000 ac; 3,000 ac annual acres in first 

five years; 3,000 acres annual in 6-10 yrs; and 5,000 YG acres annual after 10 years.  If the timber 

volume goal is 46 mmbf/yr and compliance with PL113-291, the conservation alternative would 

log: 8,480 acres YG in 2020-2024 (1,696 ac/yr @ 13mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to 

short log recovery factor) producing 33 mmbf/yr.; not enough pre-commercially thinned 55-yr old 

stands are available at this time to meet the timber target exclusively from YG); 4,790 acres in 

2025-2029(958 ac/yr @ 32mbf/ac with a 1.5 multiplier for long log to short log recovery factor 

meets that target); 697 acres YG annual logging beginning in 2030 (1.5 multiplier for long log to 

short log recovery factor producing 46 mmbf/yr @ 44 mbf/ac). See Appendix Ifor Mater 2015 YG 

numbers plus specialty OG products (e.g., 3 mmbf/yr = 75 ac OG logged per year using a mid 

point of 40,000 board feet per acre Class 6 old growth (Tongass DEIS: 3-295) to back calculate to 

acres logged). 



 

 

ATTORNEYS GENERAL OF THE STATES OF CALIFORNIA,  

WASHINGTON, OREGON, ILLINOIS, AND NEW YORK AND THE 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

 

 

       December 16, 2019 

Ken Tu 

Interdisciplinary Team Leader 

Alaska Roadless Rule 

U.S. Forest Service 

P.O. Box 21628 

Juneau, AK 99802-1628 

akroadlessrule@usda.gov 

 

Via Email, First Class Mail, and Online Portal 

 

RE: Comments on Alaska Roadless Rule, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) 

 

Dear  Mr. Tu: 

 

 The undersigned Attorneys General of the States of California, Washington, Oregon, 

Illinois, and New York and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (hereinafter, “the States”) 

respectfully submit these comments on the U.S. Forest Service’s October 17, 2019 proposed rule 

to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national Roadless Rule.  Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) (“Proposed Rule”).  If adopted, the Proposed 

Rule would open up 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected forest land to potential new 

roadbuilding and logging.  The Proposed Rule thus threatens the undersigned States’ interest in 

the Tongass, which provides habitat for vulnerable wildlife species with a nexus to some of the 

undersigned States, as well as an important sink for greenhouse gas emissions that is critical to 

national efforts to mitigate the impacts of climate change.  As discussed further below, the 

Proposed Rule fails to meet governing legal requirements under the Administrative Procedure 

Act (“APA”), National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), and the Endangered Species Act 

(“ESA”).  The Service must correct these legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.  

 

 The Forest Service’s proposal is the latest chapter in a long battle to eliminate the 

Roadless Rule’s important protections for clean water, intact wildlife habitat, and wild places.  

The Roadless Rule, adopted in 2001, protects critical undeveloped forest lands from the 

roadbuilding and logging that have left permanent scars on vast areas of our nation’s public 

lands.  Industry groups and hostile federal administrations have worked tirelessly to gut the 

Roadless Rule from the day it was adopted, and the efforts of several of the undersigned States 

and other stakeholders were critical in fending off those attacks and ensuring that the Roadless 

Rule remains in force nationwide.   

  

 The Tongass National Forest has been at the vanguard of the fight to preserve the 

Roadless Rule since the beginning, as the Rule’s opponents have repeatedly attempted to exempt 

the Tongass from national roadless area protection.  The last attempt to adopt a Tongass 

exemption faltered in the courts.  Just four years ago, the Ninth Circuit held that the Forest 

Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its previous attempt to discard roadless area 
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protections that, in 2001, it had deemed critical to preserving the Tongass’s unique 

environmental values.  See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th 

Cir. 2015). 

 The Forest Service’s Proposed Rule suffers from the same flaw.  The Service now asserts 

that a Tongass exemption is justified because roadless area management in Southeast Alaska is 

controversial, and it is therefore preferable to decide the fate of roadless areas on a case-by-case 

basis.  This reasoning ignores that the Service found the opposite in adopting the 2001 Roadless 

Rule, concluding that national protection for roadless areas was necessary to avoid the cost and 

litigation of case-by-case decisionmaking.  The Service fails to explain why its previous finding 

in the Roadless Rule is no longer valid, and thus fails to satisfy the basic APA requirement that 

an agency rationally explain a change in policy. 

  

 The Proposed Rule and supporting Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“Draft EIS”) 

further fail to comply with NEPA’s requirement that the Service rationally consider and disclose 

all of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Tongass exemption.  In this regard, 

the Forest Service asserts that the Proposed Rule, if adopted, will have no meaningful 

environmental impact because, according to the Service, the Tongass exemption would not 

increase the amount of logging in the National Forest.  The Service, however, does not provide 

any analysis, study, or citation to support this prediction, which forms the foundation of the 

Service’s entire Draft EIS.  In addition to this pervasive flaw, the Draft EIS unlawfully discounts 

the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, including by relying on scientific findings that directly 

contradict findings the Service made just three years ago when it adopted the 2016 Tongass 

National Forest Plan; unlawfully ignores potential impacts to migratory birds; and unlawfully 

defers analysis of certain foreseeable impacts until site-specific projects are proposed.  The 

Service’s environmental analysis is therefore incomplete, unsubstantiated, and unlawful. 

 

 The Service has further unlawfully failed to reinitiate consultation with the National 

Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (“FWS”) regarding the 

Proposed Rule’s possible impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific humpback whales and 

short-tailed albatross.  The Service must engage in such required consultation before moving 

forward with the Proposed Rule. 

 

 To be clear, the Service cannot avoid these legal defects by choosing one of the less 

extreme management alternatives proposed in the Draft EIS.  On the contrary, the Service has 

failed to provide a rational justification and adequate environmental analysis for any of the 

proposed management alternatives, other than the no action alternative that would maintain 

status quo Roadless Rule protection.  The Service must therefore correct the fundamental legal 

flaws identified in these comments or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
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BACKGROUND 

  

I. The Tongass National Forest and the Roadless Rule 

 

 The Tongass National Forest, located in Southeast Alaska’s Alexander Archipelago, is a 

largely untouched remnant of the vast temperate rainforest that once extended along the Pacific 

Coast from Alaska to northern California.  See Final Rule, Roadless Area Conservation, 66 Fed. 

Reg. 3,244, 3,254 (Jan. 12, 2001).  Stretching “roughly 500 miles from Ketchikan to Yakutat,” 

the Tongass features a diverse landscape of boundless forests, sweeping glaciers and towering 

coastal mountains.  Draft EIS at 3-23. 

 As the Forest Service recognizes, the Tongass is “an important national and international 

resource.”  Draft EIS at 3-23.  Its unique ecosystem provides seasonal and permanent habitat to 

many important species, including some with a nexus to California and Washington, such as 

vulnerable humpback whales, green sturgeon, short-tailed albatross, Southern Resident killer 

whales, and salmon.  See Proposed Rulemaking to Revise Critical Habitat for the Southern 

Resident Killer Whale Distinct Population Segment, 84 Fed. Reg. 49,214, 49,217 (Sept. 19, 

2019) (Southern Resident killer whales’ coastal range “extends from the Monterey Bay area in 

California, north to Chatham Straight in southeast Alaska.”).  The Tongass further supports 

migratory birds that spend part of the year in or migrate through some of the undersigned States.  

The Tongass, as the largest National Forest, also has an enormous capacity to absorb and store 

carbon dioxide, and thus is an invaluable carbon sink for purposes of climate change mitigation, 

providing substantial benefits to every state.   

 The Tongass is further important to the millions of people—including 1.2 million people 

in 2016 alone—who have visited the area.  These visitors include residents of the undersigned 

States.  For many of these visitors, “a visit to the Tongass is a[] once-in-a-lifetime experience.”  

Draft EIS at 3-23.  Even people who have not visited value the Tongass and “benefit from 

knowing that [it] is there” and that it will be “left for future generations to inherit.”  Draft EIS at 

3-23.   

 The Tongass’s unique values have been preserved in large part because of the Roadless 

Rule.  First adopted in 2001, the Roadless Rule generally prohibits roadbuilding and logging in 

areas of National Forests designated as “inventoried roadless areas.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,244, 

3,272-73.  When the Service adopted the Roadless Rule, it recognized that roadless areas in 

National Forests provide unique ecological values that warrant special protection.  Specifically, 

“roadless areas provide large, relatively undisturbed blocks of important habitat for a variety of 

terrestrial and aquatic wildlife and plants, including hundreds of threatened, endangered, and 

sensitive species.”  Id. at 3,247.  Preventing roadbuilding and logging in these areas is critical to 

maintaining their environmental values:  “Road construction, reconstruction, and timber 

harvesting activities can result in fragmentation of ecosystems, the introduction of non-native 

invasive species, and other adverse consequences to the health and integrity of inventoried 

roadless areas[.]”  Id.  Habitat fragmentation caused by logging and roadbuilding in particular 

“results in decreased connectivity of wildlife habitat and wildlife movement, isolating some 

species and increasing the risk of local extirpations and extinctions.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,247.  

Road construction can also impact watersheds, including by contributing to stream sedimentation 
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and harmful landslides that can disrupt waterways’ beneficial ecological functions and impair 

public drinking water supplies.  Id. at 3,245-47.  

 The Forest Service chose to promulgate a national Roadless Rule rather than manage 

roadless areas through case-by-case decisionmaking in large part to avoid the cost and 

controversy of local land use management.  Id. at 3,253.  As the Roadless Rule explained, 

“roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in land management planning … 

particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or otherwise develop inventoried 

roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Roadless Rule, “[t]hese disputes are costly in terms of both 

fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities of place and communities of 

interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and lawsuits.”  Id.  The Forest 

Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best means to reduce this 

conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id. 

 Some states, industry groups, and prior federal administrations have repeatedly attempted 

to undo the Roadless Rule since it was adopted.  Several of the undersigned States and other 

stakeholders have resisted these efforts, including through successful litigation opposing 

attempts to repeal the Roadless Rule.  See, e.g., California ex rel. Lockyer v. U.S. Dep’t of 

Agric., 575 F.3d 999 (9th Cir. 2009) (affirming district court order enjoining attempted repeal of 

the national Roadless Rule and reinstating the Rule).  The Tongass in particular has proven to be 

a bellwether in this larger national fight, as opponents to roadless protection have repeatedly 

sought to exempt the Tongass from protection under the national Roadless Rule.  Thus, in 2003, 

the George W. Bush administration adopted a rule carving the Tongass out of the Roadless Rule.  

A coalition of tribal and environmental groups successfully challenged this exemption in the 

District of Alaska, and an en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit affirmed the district court’s decision 

vacating the exemption rule in 2015.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  The 

undersigned States have a continued interest in blocking attempts to carve out Roadless Rule 

exemptions, which threaten to erode the Roadless Rule’s national reach and undermine efforts by 

several of the undersigned States to protect National Forest roadless areas within their borders 

and nationwide. 

II. The Proposed Rule 

 In the Proposed Rule, the Service again proposes to exempt the Tongass from Roadless 

Rule protection.  See 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522.  If adopted, the Proposed Rule would allow new road 

construction and logging on 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected roadless areas.  See id. at 

55,526.  The Service asserts this sweeping policy change is justified because “[t]here is not 

consensus over how to manage the Forest” and management “through the local planning 

processes” is therefore preferable to maintaining its protected status under the national Roadless 

Rule.  Id. at 55,524.  (The Proposed Rule also discusses and rejects several other management 

alternatives, each of which would substantially reduce protections for the Tongass’s roadless 

areas.  See id. at 55,526.)   

 Despite the radical management change the Service proposes, it nevertheless claims in 

the Draft EIS accompanying the Proposed Rule that removing roadless protection from 9.2 

million acres of National Forest land will have no meaningful environmental impact because, 
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according to the Service, the amount of logging in the Forest will not increase, but will instead 

remain at the level the Service calculated in its 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  See, e.g., 84 

Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92.  The Proposed Rule provides no justification for this 

prediction.  As a result, the Draft EIS does not discuss the potential impacts of new logging and 

roadbuilding that would be allowed if the Tongass exemption is adopted.   

STATUTORY BACKGROUND 

 

I. National Environmental Policy Act 

 

NEPA “is our basic national charter for protection of the environment.”  40 C.F.R. 

§ 1500.1(a).  Congress enacted NEPA in 1969 “to create and maintain conditions under which 

man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and other 

requirements of present and future generations of Americans.”  42 U.S.C. § 4331(a).  NEPA has 

two fundamental purposes: (1) to guarantee that agencies take a “hard look” at the consequences 

of their actions before the actions occur by ensuring that “the agency, in reaching its decision, 

will have available, and will carefully consider, detailed information concerning significant 

environmental impacts;” and (2) to ensure that “the relevant information will be made available 

to the larger audience that may also play a role in both the decisionmaking process and the 

implementation of that decision.”  Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 

349-50 (1989). 

 

To achieve these purposes, NEPA requires the preparation of a detailed environmental 

impact statement for any “major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human 

environment.”  42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C).  NEPA’s implementing regulations broadly define such 

actions to include “new or revised agency rules, regulations, plans, policies, or procedures.”  40 

C.F.R. § 1508.18(a).  In preparing environmental impact statements, federal agencies must 

consider all of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of their proposed actions.  Diné 

Citizens Against Ruining Our Env’t v. Bernhardt, 923 F.3d 831, 851 (10th Cir. 2019); 40 C.F.R. 

§§ 1508.7, 1508.8(a)-(b).   

 

II. Administrative Procedure Act 

 

Under the Administrative Procedure Act, courts will set aside an agency action that is 

“arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law.”  5 U.S.C. 

§ 706(2)(A).  An agency action is arbitrary and capricious where the agency: (i) “has relied on 

factors which Congress has not intended it to consider”; (ii) “entirely failed to consider an 

important aspect of the problem”; (iii) “offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter 

to the evidence before the agency”; or (iv) offered an explanation “so implausible that it could 

not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise.”  Motor Vehicle Mfrs. 

Ass’n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983).  When promulgating a rule, “the 

agency must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’”  Id. (quoting 

Burlington Truck Lines v. United States, 371 U.S. 156, 168 (1962)). 
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 These core principles apply to an agency’s decision to change existing policy.  FCC v. 

Fox Television Stations, Inc., 556 U.S. 502, 513-15 (2009).  While an agency need not show that 

a new rule is “better” than the rule it replaced, it still must demonstrate that the rule “is 

permissible under the statute, that there are good reasons for it, and that the agency believes it to 

be better, which the conscious change of course adequately indicates.”  Id. at 515 (emphasis 

omitted).  Further, an agency must “provide a more detailed justification than what would suffice 

for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new policy rests upon factual findings that 

contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”  Id.  An “[u]nexplained inconsistency” between 

a new rule and its prior version is “a reason for holding an [agency’s] interpretation to be an 

arbitrary and capricious change.”  Nat’l Cable & Telecomms. Ass’n v. Brand X Internet Servs., 

545 U.S. 967, 981 (2005); see also Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 (holding Forest 

Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its decision to exempt the Tongass National 

Forest from the Roadless Rule, where the exemption was based on “a direct, and entirely 

unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings). 

III. The Endangered Species Act 

 The Endangered Species Act requires that every federal agency “insure that any action 

authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency … is not likely to jeopardize the continued 

existence of any endangered species or threatened species” listed pursuant to the Act.  16 U.S.C. 

§ 1536(a)(2).  To that end, agencies must consult with NMFS or FWS—depending on the 

species—to determine whether their actions will harm listed species.  See id.; Karuk Tribe of 

Cal. v. U.S. Forest Serv., 681 F.3d 1006, 1020 (9th Cir. 2012).  “The purpose of consultation is 

to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action is likely to 

jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 

reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”  Karuk 

Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020. 

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED RULE 

 The Proposed Rule and Draft EIS violate NEPA and the APA by:  

(1) failing to provide a rational explanation for changing the Service’s roadless policy in the 

Tongass;  

(2) failing to justify the Service’s claim that the Proposed Rule will not lead to new logging 

in the Tongass, with accompanying environmental impacts;  

(3) unlawfully discounting the Proposed Rule’s potential climate impacts;  

(4) failing to rationally analyze potential impacts to migratory birds; and  

(5) unlawfully postponing the environmental analysis of certain key impacts.   

 The Service has also unlawfully failed to reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and 

FWS regarding the Proposed Rule’s potential impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific 
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humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  The Service therefore cannot lawfully adopt the 

Proposed Rule without providing additional required justification and environmental analysis 

and engaging in required ESA consultation.  The Service’s other management alternatives, which 

suffer from the same legal flaws, are also unlawful.  The Service must therefore remedy these 

legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   

I. The Proposed Rule Fails to Provide a Rational Explanation for Changing the 

 Service’s Roadless Policy in the Tongass 

 The Proposed Rule is unlawful because it fails to provide a rational explanation for the 

Service’s decision to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and thus radically change its 

policy concerning the Tongass’s 9.2 million acres of roadless areas.  The Proposed Rule thus 

falls short of APA requirements. 

 In this respect, the Proposed Rule repeats the legal error the Forest Service committed the 

last time it attempted to exempt the Tongass from Roadless Rule protection.  As the Ninth 

Circuit explained in the Organized Village of Kake decision, the Forest Service considered and 

rejected a proposed Tongass exemption in 2001, when the Roadless Rule was first adopted.  At 

that time, the Forest Service determined that “wholly exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 

Rule … would risk the loss of important roadless area values, and that roadless values would be 

lost or diminished even by a limited exemption.”  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 

(quotations omitted).  Yet in 2003, when the Forest Service reversed course and promulgated a 

rule exempting the Tongass, it found exactly the opposite, concluding that “the Roadless Rule 

was unnecessary to maintain the roadless values … , and that the roadless values in the Tongass 

are sufficiently protected under the Tongass Forest Plan.”  Id.  (quotation omitted).  The Ninth 

Circuit thus held that the 2003 rule’s conclusions in this regard, which were “a direct, and 

entirely unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings, were inadequate to 

support the Service’s changed policy concerning management of the Tongass.  Id. at 968.  

 The 2019 Proposed Rule once again relies on “findings that contradict those which 

underlay” the 2001 Roadless Rule.  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 967 (quoting FCC v. 

Fox, 556 U.S. at 515).  The Service stated in adopting the Roadless Rule that a national rule was 

preferable to case-by-case decisionmaking at the local level because a national policy would 

avoid the cost and controversy that local land use decisions produce.  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,253.  As 

the Roadless Rule explained, “roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in 

land management planning … particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or 

otherwise develop inventoried roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Forest Service, “[t]hese 

disputes are costly in terms of both fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities 

of place and communities of interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and 

lawsuits”  Id.  The Forest Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best 

means to reduce this conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id.   

 

 The Proposed Rule, however, reaches the exact opposite conclusion, finding that because 

“[t]here is not consensus over how to manage the Forest,” “the circumstances of the Tongass 

National Forest appear to be best managed through the local planning processes,” rather than 

through the national Roadless Rule.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Forest Service, however, fails 
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to explain why its finding in 2001 that such case-by-case decisionmaking will produce lengthy, 

costly, and undesirable disputes is no longer valid.  The Service’s explanation for the Proposed 

Rule thus fails to pass APA muster.  See id. (an agency must “provide a more detailed 

justification than what would suffice for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new 

policy rests upon factual findings that contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”).   

 The Service’s appeal to the controversy over roadless area management and the need for 

local decisionmaking is further inadequate on its face.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 

must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 

rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  The fact 

that roadless protection is controversial does not justify abandoning it, especially in light of the 

Tongass’s important environmental values, which the Service cited in adopting the Roadless 

Rule.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968.  And rather than leave the question of 

roadless area management to local agency planners, the Proposed Rule decides that question for 

the foreseeable future by putting a heavy weight on the scales in favor of new development.  See 

84 Fed. Reg. at 55,526 (Proposed Rule would remove roadless protection from 9.2 million 

acres).  

 The Forest Service’s other reasons for adopting the Proposed Rule also fail.  The 

Proposed Rule states that its “overarching goal … is to reach a long-term, durable approach to 

roadless area management” in the Tongass.  Id. at 55,524.  But that is not what the proposed rule 

does at all.  Rather than settle the controversy around the Tongass’s roadless areas, the Proposed 

Rule reopens an issue that was closed after the Ninth Circuit’s Organized Village of Kake 

decision.  The Proposed Rule, if adopted, will inevitably generate a raft of litigation and appeals, 

which may not be resolved for years.  See, e.g., Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  Further, 

as discussed, the Tongass exemption would radically change management direction in the 

National Forest by allowing new roadbuilding and development projects in the Tongass’s 

roadless areas.  Each of these projects would be subject to lengthy disputes by local stakeholders, 

including litigation.  The Roadless Rule, which the Tongass exemption would abandon, was 

designed to avoid precisely that sort of contentious and piecemeal decisionmaking.  See 66 Fed. 

Reg. at 3,253.  The Forest Service cannot rely on a desire to settle the controversy over the 

Tongass’s roadless areas when it itself proposes to poke the bear. 

 

 The Proposed Rule also asserts that removing Roadless Rule protection “would allow 

local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas,” thus 

potentially improving the Service’s “ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 

needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  This 

statement contradicts the Service’s own representation that timber harvest levels in the Tongass 

would not increase if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  See, e.g., Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92; see State 

Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … 

[that] is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 

agency expertise”).  It is hard to understand how Tongass timber sales can “better meet the needs 

of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies” if the Service is not also expecting to 

sell more timber, and the Service makes no attempt to resolve this apparent contradiction.  84 
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Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Service may not justify the Proposed Rule on the basis of new 

development that it itself asserts will not occur. 

 The Proposed Rule further states that the Forest Service “has given substantial weight” to 

the State of Alaska’s preference for using Tongass forest lands “to emphasize rural economic 

development opportunities.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,523.  While promoting rural development is no 

doubt important, the Service makes no meaningful attempt to evaluate whether the Tongass 

exemption would indeed contribute to rural economies.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 

must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 

rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  This 

lack of analysis starkly contrasts with the Roadless Rule, which examined in detail the economic 

impacts of curbing new timber development in the Tongass’s roadless areas.  See 66 Fed. Reg. at 

3,266-67.   

 

 Indeed, what evidence there is in the record contradicts the Service’s purported 

prioritization of rural economic development opportunities.  As discussed, the Draft EIS states 

that the Tongass exemption will not increase logging sales in the Tongass.  See Draft EIS at 1-7.  

Thus, the record suggests that any boost to the timber industry due to the Tongass exemption 

would have a negligible effect on Southeast Alaska’s economy as a whole.  The Draft EIS 

further indicates that weakening roadless area protections would not increase opportunities for 

mineral exploration or development, either.  Draft EIS at ES-13.  Accordingly, a preference for 

rural economic development does not provide a rational basis for the Proposed Rule.  State Farm, 

463 U.S. at 43. 

 

 To be clear, the Service fails to justify any reduction in Roadless Rule protection, and it 

cannot avoid this legal deficiency merely by choosing a less extreme management alternative.  

The Service must therefore provide a rational justification for weakening roadless protection for 

the Tongass or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   

II. The Forest Service Fails to Provide any Support for its Claim that the Proposed 

 Rule Will Not Increase Logging in the Tongass 

 The Proposed Rule and the Draft EIS further fail to justify the Forest Service’s claim that 

logging levels will not increase if the Tongass exemption—or any of the other management 

alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS—is adopted.  See Native Vill. of Point Hope v. Jewell, 

740 F.3d 489, 499 (9th Cir. 2014) (agency violated NEPA where its claim that a leasing program 

would produce only one billion barrels of oil was not supported by the record).  This claim is the 

key finding supporting the majority of the Draft EIS’s environmental analysis, including its 

conclusions that the rule, or any of the other proposed management alternatives, will not cause 

meaningful impacts to (1) humpback whales and other marine mammals, Draft EIS at 3-92; (2) 

terrestrial mammals, including American marten, wolves, and brown bears, Draft EIS at 3-97 

through 3-99; (3) migratory birds, Draft EIS at 3-101; (4) fish, including several endangered 

species of salmon and endangered green sturgeon, Draft EIS at 3-116 through 3-117; and (5) 

climate change and greenhouse gas emissions, Draft EIS at 3-126.  See Native Vill. of Point 

Hope, 740 F.3d at 504 (agency’s estimate of amount of oil likely to be produced by leasing 

program “informed an assessment of seismic effects, habitat effects, oil production, and … 
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global warming”).  The Draft EIS’s finding that increased roadbuilding in roadless areas will be 

minimal relies on the same claim, “because roads on the Tongass are largely developed in 

support of timber harvesting.”  Draft EIS at 3-144.   

 

 The Forest Service, however, provides no analysis to support its claim that logging will 

not increase if the Tongass loses Roadless Rule protection.  In this regard, the Draft EIS cites the 

Projected Timber Sale Quantity (“PTSQ”) established by the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan, 

under which the Forest Service predicted that the Tongass would sell an average of 46 million 

board feet of timber per year.  Draft EIS at 1-10.  The PTSQ calculated in the 2016 Forest Plan 

assumed, of course, that logging would not occur on the 9.2 million acres of the Tongass that 

were protected by the Roadless Rule.  See Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan, Final 

Environmental Impact Statement ES-7 (June 2016) (“Forest Plan EIS”).  The Proposed Rule 

asserts, without elaboration, that it “does not change the projected timber sale quantity or timber 

demand projections set out in the Tongass Forest Plan.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525.  In the Draft 

EIS, the Service likewise represents that it “considered the current market situation and 

determined that no change to the PTSQ are [sic] needed at this time for purposes of this 

rulemaking.”  Draft EIS at 1-10.  Neither the Proposed Rule nor the Draft EIS provides any 

economic data or further analysis to support this conclusion.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS 

at 1-10.   

 

 To the contrary, the record—including the Forest Service’s own statements—suggests 

that removing roadless protection from some or all of the Tongass will create new sources of 

timber and will therefore increase demand for logging the Tongass’s trees.  For example, in the 

Proposed Rule, the Forest Service asserts that “improved flexibility” in offering timber sales 

without roadless restrictions could “improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 

sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 

Fed. Reg. at 55,524; accord Draft EIS at 1-11.  It is highly unlikely that the Forest Service will 

not sell more timber if it is able to offer more economic timber sales.  See State Farm, 463 U.S. 

at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … [that] is so 

implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency 

expertise”).  Indeed, a recent Forest Service analysis of logging in the Tongass found that, under 

status quo management, “there has been a lack of economic timber volume available for the 

Forest Service to offer across the Tongass National Forest.”  Draft EIS at 3-32.  The Proposed 

Rule will likely address that issue by opening more timber to logging.  Draft EIS at 1-11.  The 

Service’s finding that it will not sell more timber is therefore “counter to the evidence before the 

agency” and unlawful.  Cachil Dehe Band of Wintun Indians of Colusa Indian Cmty. v. Zinke, 

889 F.3d 584, 602 (9th Cir. 2018) (agency cannot offer “an explanation for its decision that runs 

counter to the evidence before the agency”) (quotation omitted).   

 

 Importantly, the PTSQ set by the 2016 Forest Plan does not put a ceiling on timber 

sales—it is only an estimate of how much timber the Tongass expects to sell.  Tongass Land and 

Resource Management Plan, Record of Decision 31 (Dec. 2016) (PTSQ “is also not a ceiling—it 

is an estimate.  It is the annualized average amount of timber expected to be sold over a ten-year 

period ….”).  The so-called “Sustained Yield Limit,” also set by the 2016 Forest Plan, does cap 

total logging, Forest Plan EIS at 2-9, but that limit is set at 248 million board feet, id. at 3-348, 



 

December 16, 2019  

Page 11 

 

 

 

 

many times the amount the Forest Service predicted would be sold before the Service proposed 

to remove roadless protection from the Tongass.  The Sustained Yield Limit therefore does not 

place a meaningful limit on new logging in the Tongass, either. 

  

 The 2016 Forest Plan’s suitable timber designations also do not meaningfully restrain 

additional logging.  Although “timber harvest for the purposes of timber production” is 

apparently not allowed on lands the Service has designated “not suited for timber production,” 

36 C.F.R. § 219.11(d)(1), the Draft EIS itself acknowledges that the Proposed Rule will increase 

the total area of such suitable timber lands by 185,000 acres, Draft EIS at 3-48 through 3-49—an 

area over four times the size of the District of Columbia.  The other action alternatives likewise 

substantially increase the available timber base.  See Draft EIS at 3-46.  The Service is further 

required to revisit its suitable timber designations “at least once every 10 years.”  36 C.F.R. 

§ 219.11(a)(2).  As a result, the Forest Plan’s designations will be up for revision by 2026 at the 

latest, at which time the Service may deem that logging should be allowed on more of the 9.2 

million acres that would be opened for new development under the Proposed Rule.  See also 

Forest Plan EIS at 3-328 (noting that 5.5 million acres of the Tongass “is classified as productive 

forest land; these lands are considered biologically capable of producing industrial wood 

products”). 

 

 The Forest Service must therefore substantiate its claim that logging will not increase on 

the Tongass if the Proposed Rule or any of the Service’s other management alternatives is 

adopted, including by divulging the analysis on which it is basing that conclusion.  See Native 

Vill. of Point Hope, 740 F.3d at 499-505; Nat. Res. Def. Council v. U.S. Forest Serv., 421 F.3d 

797, 812 (9th Cir. 2005) (holding EIS violated NEPA where its calculations of the employment 

effects of an agency proposal were based on a “mistaken interpretation” of an economic study); 

see Ecology Ctr. v. Castaneda, 574 F.3d 652, 667 (9th Cir. 2009) (“NEPA requires that the 

Forest Service disclose the hard data supporting its expert opinions to facilitate the public’s 

ability to challenge agency action.”).  If the Service cannot rationally justify this claim, it must 

analyze and disclose the expected impacts of logging, including on fish, wildlife, water 

resources, and climate, as required by NEPA.  See 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). 

III. The Draft EIS Inadequately Analyzes and Unlawfully Discounts the Proposed 

 Rule’s  Potential Climate Impacts  

 

 The Draft EIS further unlawfully discounts the Proposed Rule’s potential climate 

impacts, including by discarding sub silentio the Service’s earlier conclusions that logging in the 

Tongass can cause significant greenhouse gas emissions.  As discussed, the Tongass National 

Forest is a critical sink for greenhouse gas emissions.  The Draft EIS explains: 

The Tongass stores more forest carbon than any other national forest in the United 

States … , due to its very large size and high density carbon.  As such, an 

important ecosystem service sustained by this forest is carbon uptake and storage 

(i.e., the removal of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storage of it in live 

or dead biomass as well as organic soil matter).  This makes the Tongass, along 

with forests worldwide, an important component in the global carbon cycle.   
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Draft EIS at 3-123. 

 Despite the Tongass’s importance for the global climate, the Draft EIS concludes that the 

Proposed Rule, as well as any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS, would 

cause a “negligible” increase in greenhouse gas emissions because, according to the Service, the 

amount of logging will not change.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  As discussed above, however, the Draft 

EIS provides no justification for the Service’s conclusion that logging levels will not increase if 

the Tongass exemption is adopted.  The Service’s analysis of the potential greenhouse gas 

emissions of reducing Tongass roadless area protection is therefore unsupported and legally 

deficient.   

 

 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount the climate impacts of logging in the Tongass 

by claiming that logging causes little or no net greenhouse gas emissions.  In this regard, the 

Draft EIS asserts that “[i]n some cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in 

lower net contributions of [greenhouse gases] to the atmosphere than if the forest was not 

managed, when accounting for carbon stored in wood products, substitution effects, and forest 

regrowth.”  Draft EIS at 3-125.  For example, “management activities” can “result in long-term 

maintenance or increases in forest carbon uptake and storage by improving forest health and 

resilience to various types of stressors.”  Draft EIS at 3-123.  According to the Draft EIS, 

“[c]arbon can also be transferred and stored outside of the forest system in the form of wood 

products, further influencing the amount of carbon entering the atmosphere.”  Draft EIS at 3-123. 

  

 These findings are inconsistent with findings the Service made just three years ago when 

it adopted the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  As the Service explained in the Final EIS for 

that Plan, a scientific study found that “even when timber is used for permanent construction 

purposes, 35 to 45 percent of the wood’s biomass is lost to sawdust or scraps created during 

processing.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16; accord id. at 3-20.  As a result, “the final amount of carbon 

ultimately stored in permanent construction is much less than what was originally harvested.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon 1990, attached as Exhibit 1); accord id. at 3-20.  Further, 

the carbon in wood products produced from logging “will transition back into the atmosphere 

over time as they degrade or are disposed of.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-20.  Thus, “because harvest 

levels” in Alaska “peaked in the 1970s, and much of the resulting wood products may now be in 

landfills, wood products from the Alaska Region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing Barrett 2014, attached as Exhibit 2).  In addition, some wood 

products resulting from logging in the Tongass “could be burned as part of biomass energy 

production, which would rapidly release the stored carbon into the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS 

at 3-20 (citing Holtsmark 2012, attached as Exhibit 3; DellaSala and Koopman 2015, attached as 

Exhibit 4). 

 

 The Final EIS for the 2016 Forest Plan also states that “timber harvesting and active 

forest management can affect”—negatively— “a forest’s ability to store and ultimately sequester 

carbon.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Scientific research, for example, “suggested that a logged 

forest would emit substantial amounts of carbon for at least the first 15 years following harvest, 

and that a young regenerating forest would remain a net carbon emitter for up to 50 years.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing DellaSala 2016, attached as Exhibit 5).  Another study “suggested 
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that it can take more than 200 years following a timber harvest for forests to reach … the point 

where carbon released from the initial harvest as well as ongoing decay of organic materials 

equals the amount of carbon that is absorbed into the system.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing 

Janisch and Harmon 2002, attached as Exhibit 6); accord id. at 3-20.  Other studies of forestry in 

Southeast Alaskan ecosystems “indicate that the Tongass National Forest would generate a net 

release of carbon to the atmosphere if active harvest of old growth is pursued ….”  Forest Plan 

EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon et al. 1990; Leighty et al. 2006, attached as Exhibit 7); accord Law et 

al., Land use strategies to mitigate climate change in carbon dense temperate forests, Proceedings 

of the National Academy of Sciences (Jan. 2018) (attached as Exhibit 8) (finding that forest 

management in Oregon, including logging, emitted the equivalent of over 34 million tons of 

carbon dioxide between 2011 and 2015); Buotte et al. (attached as Exhibit 9) (concluding that 

preserving certain temperate forests in the western United States could sequester the equivalent 

of about six years of fossil fuel emissions from the same region). 

 

 Based on these and other studies, the Forest Service concluded when it adopted the 2016 

Tongass Forest Plan “that the past harvests and management of the Forest has likely resulted in a 

net release of carbon to the atmosphere due in part to the practice of harvesting of old-growth 

timber on the Forest.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Likewise, future logging contemplated under the 

2016 Forest Plan “would result in a net release of carbon to the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS at 

3-21. 

  

 The Draft EIS for the Proposed Rule does not analyze or address these findings in the 

2016 Forest Plan EIS, which contradict the Forest Service’s present conclusion that logging in 

the Tongass can reduce, rather than increase, carbon emissions.  The Draft EIS thus fails to 

explain the Service’s change in position regarding the carbon impacts of logging, as required by 

governing law.  California by & through Becerra v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 381 F. Supp. 3d 

1153, 1166 n.8 (N.D. Cal. 2019) (“[T]he Supreme Court requires a detailed or reasoned 

explanation when the current findings in support of a policy change contradict earlier 

findings ….”).   

 

 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount carbon emissions from logging in the Tongass 

by asserting that any such emissions will be small on a global scale.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  This 

assertion also contradicts the 2016 Forest Plan EIS, in which the Service found that the Tongass 

National Forest by itself is “a critical component in the global carbon cycle.”  Forest Plan EIS at 

3-13; see also Forest Plan EIS at 3-19 (“The Tongass National Forest plays an important role in 

[the] amount of carbon that is stored globally as well as the global climatic condition ….”).  The 

Forest Service thus concluded in the Forest Plan EIS that “land management and other actions 

taken on the Tongass National Forest can affect climate change at a local, regional, and global 

scale.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-19.  The Draft EIS does not explain why it departed from these 

previous findings, either.  California by & through Becerra, 381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.   

 

 The Draft EIS’s assertion that logging under the Proposed Rule “would have a small 

contribution to [greenhouse gas] emissions and therefore would have a negligible effect on … 

climate change,” Draft EIS at 3-126, is further inconsistent with the Council on Environmental 

Quality’s (“CEQ”) 2016 guidance on how agencies should evaluate greenhouse gas emissions 
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under NEPA.  As CEQ explained in that guidance document, “a statement that emissions from a 

proposed Federal action represent only a small fraction of global emissions is essentially a 

statement about the nature of the climate change challenge” and is therefore not “an appropriate 

method for characterizing the potential impacts associated with a proposed action and its 

alternatives.”  CEQ, Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in NEPA Reviews 11 (Aug. 1, 

2016).1  Although the Trump Administration withdrew this CEQ guidance in 2017, see CEQ, 

Withdrawal of Final Guidance, 82 Fed. Reg. 16,576 (Apr. 5, 2017), CEQ’s 2016 findings still 

hold true today, and demonstrate why the Draft EIS’s dismissive climate analysis is inadequate 

under NEPA. 

  

 In sum, the Service must explain why it believes its 2016 conclusions regarding the 

climate impacts of logging in the Tongass are no longer valid.  California by & through Becerra, 

381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.  The Service must also revise its climate analysis to provide “a 

reasonable, good faith, and objective presentation” of the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, 

including by accounting for the Service’s 2016 findings cited above, which contradict the Draft 

EIS’s findings.  Nat. Res. Def. Council, 421 F.3d at 811 (such revision may be necessary 

“[w]here the information in the initial EIS was so incomplete or misleading that the 

decisionmaker and the public could not make an informed comparison of the alternatives”); Ctr. 

for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 1225 (9th Cir. 

2008) (holding environmental assessment was unlawful where agency’s conclusion that rule’s 

climate impacts would not be significant lacked adequate record support). 

 

IV. The Draft EIS Fails to Rationally Assess Impacts to Migratory Birds 

 

 The Draft EIS also ignores or unlawfully discounts potential impacts to migratory birds.  

As discussed, the Draft EIS arbitrarily dismisses impacts to migratory birds as negligible or, at 

worst, minor, on the ground that logging will not increase in the Tongass if roadless area 

protections are weakened or eliminated.  Draft EIS at 3-101.  The Service must either provide a 

rational justification for this finding or analyze and disclose the potential impacts new logging 

will have on migratory birds.  

 

 The Draft EIS in particular largely ignores potential impacts to shorebirds and waterfowl.  

The Draft EIS focuses on impacts to birds that occupy old growth forests in the Tongass, Draft 

EIS at 3-86, but the Draft EIS also acknowledges that new roadbuilding in the Tongass, 

including new roadbuilding associated with logging, could increase the amount of sediment 

delivered to streams.  Draft EIS 3-112 (“Roads have been found to contribute more sediment to 

streams than any other land management activity ….”).  Such sediment can impact wetlands 

associated with streams and nearshore marine habitats, including habitat used by many 

                                                 
1 Available at https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/ceq-regulations-and-guidance/

nepa_final_ghg_guidance.pdf.   
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shorebirds and waterfowl.  Draft EIS at 3-117 (“Sediment runoff to streams from land-based 

activities could have some effects to nearshore marine habitat ….”).  Logging may also affect 

wetlands directly, as the Draft EIS acknowledges.  Draft EIS at 3-113.  However, the Draft EIS 

fails to analyze or disclose potential impacts to waterfowl and shorebirds that use wetlands and 

other nearshore or riparian areas that may be impacted by logging and roadbuilding.  The Forest 

Service must correct this error and fully disclose these impacts in the Final EIS. 

 

V. The Draft EIS Unlawfully Postpones Analysis of Key Impacts  

 

 The Draft EIS further unlawfully defers analysis of certain environmental impacts until 

the Service receives specific development proposals.  “NEPA is not designed to postpone 

analysis of an environmental consequence to the last possible moment.”  Kern v. U.S. Bureau of 

Land Mgmt., 284 F.3d 1062, 1072 (9th Cir. 2002).  Instead, the agency must analyze the 

environmental consequences of a broadly applicable rule or policy when such impacts are 

“readily apparent at the time the EIS was prepared.”  Id. at 1073. 

 

 The Draft EIS improperly defers analysis of environmental impacts that are foreseeable 

now, before any specific projects have been proposed pursuant to the Proposed Rule’s lax 

management framework.  For example, the Draft EIS declines to consider impacts to nearshore 

marine habitats due to roadbuilding, logging, and associated activities, on the ground that “[s]ite-

specific nearshore marine habitat-disturbing actions, or any other ground-disturbing action, are 

not … directly authorized under the” Proposed Rule.  Draft EIS at 3-117.  The Draft EIS 

likewise dismisses potential impacts to water quantity and quality because “[i]mpacts to water 

quantity or quality would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and 

would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses.”  Draft EIS at 1-8; see also id. 

at 1-8 through 1-9 (dismissing on the same ground impacts to soil characteristics, “general 

wildlife habitat,” “general aquatic species,” “essential fish habitat,” and wetlands). 

 

 Although it is true that the Forest Service cannot, at this stage, describe site-specific 

impacts of logging and roadbuilding with particularity, it can examine the general extent of such 

impacts caused by removing or weakening Roadless Rule protection.  Thus, for example, the 

Service may not be able to determine at this time whether logging will impact a specific 

nearshore wetland, but it nevertheless has adequate information to determine how many 

additional wetlands are likely to be degraded if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  Similarly, 

although the Service cannot predict at this time which rivers or streams will be affected by 

sedimentation associated with new roadbuilding, the Service can estimate the extent to which 

stream water quality throughout the Forest will be affected, based on the well-established fact 

that roadbuilding causes significant sediment pollution.  Draft EIS at 3-112 (“Roads have been 

found to contribute more sediment to streams than any other land management activity ….”).  

The Service therefore may not lawfully defer analyzing these impacts, which are a “readily 

apparent” consequence of the Proposed Rule.  Kern, 284 F.3d at 1072-73; Ctr. for Biological 

Diversity v. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 422 F. Supp. 2d 1115, 1165 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (agency 

unlawfully “deferred any consideration of the environmental impact” of a management plan on 

endemic invertebrates).  
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VI. The Forest Service Must Reinitiate Endangered Species Act Consultation Before 

 Adopting the Proposed Rule 

 

 The Forest Service must also reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and FWS before 

finalizing the Proposed Rule.  As discussed, consultation is required before a federal agency may 

take any action that may affect ESA-listed species.  See California ex rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 

1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation before promulgating new rule 

replacing Roadless Rule). 

 The Draft EIS acknowledges that logging and associated industrial activity could impact 

federally-listed species, including humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  Draft EIS at 3-91 

through 3-92.  As to humpback whales, the Draft EIS explains that the whales “could be exposed 

to disturbance and noise associated with [log transfer facility] activity, young-growth timber 

harvest in the beach fringe, … potential collisions with vessels, and fuel or oil spills associated 

with vessel traffic.”  Draft EIS at 3-92.  Short-tailed albatross, in turn, “could be affected by 

reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore environment, including [log 

transfer facility] use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach fringe.”  

Draft EIS at 3-92.   

 However, the Draft EIS finds that impacts to these species associated with the Proposed 

Rule and other management alternatives “would be essentially unchanged” from the status quo 

“because predicted harvest volumes would be the same under each alternative and the potential 

for other developments would be similar.”  Draft EIS at 3-92 (discussing humpback whale 

impacts); see id. (impacts to short-tailed albatross “are expected to remain comparable to that 

anticipated under the current Forest Plan”).  Thus, the Forest Service concludes that it can 

continue to rely on a biological assessment prepared for the 2016 Forest Plan and that additional 

ESA consultation regarding listed species is not required.  See Draft EIS at 3-92. 

 The Service is wrong that it may forgo additional consultation.  As discussed, the 

Service’s prediction that logging will not increase if roadless areas are opened to new 

development is unsubstantiated.  Thus, impacts to humpback whales and short-tailed albatross 

could increase, contrary to the Forest Service’s dubious prediction.  Under these uncertain 

circumstances, consultation with the expert wildlife agencies will be critical in reaching an 

informed conclusion about whether the Proposed Rule could impact these listed species in a 

manner that violates the ESA.  Karuk Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020 (“The purpose of 

consultation is to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action 

is likely to jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 

reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”).  ESA 

consultation for these species is therefore required before the Service may proceed with adopting 

the Proposed Rule or any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS.  California ex 

rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation 

before promulgating new rule replacing Roadless Rule); see also 50 C.F.R. § 402.16 

(“Reinitiation of consultation is required … [i]f new information reveals effects of the action that 

may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously 

considered[.]”).  
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CONCLUSION 

 

 For the reasons stated, the Proposed Rule fails to comply with NEPA, APA, and ESA 

requirements, and cannot be adopted in its current form.  The other management alternatives 

discussed in the Draft EIS are likewise unlawful for the same reasons.  The undersigned States 

therefore urge the Forest Service to correct these fundamental legal defects or withdraw the 

Proposed Rule. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

 XAVIER BECERRA 

Attorney General  

 

By: /s/ Joshua R. Purtle 

JOSHUA R. PURTLE 

Deputy Attorney General 

DAVID A. ZONANA 

Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

      1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor 

      Oakland, CA 94612-0550 

      Telephone: (510) 879-0098    

      joshua.purtle@doj.ca.gov 

 

 

      FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

 

      ROBERT W. FERGUSON 

      Attorney General 

  

      By: /s/ Aurora Janke 

      AURORA JANKE 

      Assistant Attorney General 

      Washington Attorney General’s Office     

      Counsel for Environmental Protection 

      800 5th Ave Ste. 2000 TB-14 

      Seattle, Washington 98104-3188 

      Telephone: (206) 233-3391 

      Aurora.Janke@atg.wa.gov 
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      FOR THE STATE OF OREGON  

 

      ELLEN F. ROSENBLUM 

      Attorney General 

 

      By: /s/ Paul Garrahan 

      PAUL GARRAHAN 

      Attorney-in-Charge 

      STEVE NOVICK 

      Special Assistant Attorney General 

      Natural Resources Section 

      Oregon Department of Justice 

      1162 Court Street NE 

      Salem, OR 97301-4096 

      Telephone: (503) 947-4593 

      Paul.Garrahan@doj.state.or.us 

      Steve.Novick@doj.state.or.us 

 

 

      FOR THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 

 

      KWAME RAOUL 

      Attorney General 

 

      By: /s/ Jason E. James 

      JASON E. JAMES 

      Assistant Attorney General 

      Matthew J. Dunn 

      Chief, Environmental Enf./Asbestos Litig. Div. 

      Office of the Attorney General 

      Environmental Bureau 

      69 W. Washington St., 18th Floor 

      Chicago, IL 60602 

      Telephone: (312) 814-0660 
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    FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

 

    LETITIA JAMES  

    Attorney General  

 

    By: /s/ Mihir A. Desai 

    Mihir A. Desai 

    Assistant Attorney General 

    Anthony Dvarskas 

    Chief Environmental Scientist 

    New York State Office of the Attorney General 

    Environmental Protection Bureau 

    28 Liberty Street, 19th Floor 

    New York, NY 10005 

    mihir.desai@ag.ny.gov 

    anthony.dvarskas@ag.ny.gov 

 

 

    FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF   

    MASSACHUSETTS 

 

    MAURA HEALEY 

    Attorney General  

 

    By: /s/ Matthew Ireland 

    MATTHEW IRELAND  

    Assistant Attorney General 

    Environmental Protection Division  

    Office of the Attorney General  

    One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor  

    Boston, MA 02108 

    Telephone: (617) 727-2200 
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Abstract
Barrett, T.M. 2014. Storage and flux of carbon in live trees, snags, and logs in 

the Chugach and Tongass National Forests. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-889. 
Portland, OR: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest 
Research Station. 44 p.

Carbon storage and flux estimates for the two national forests in Alaska are pro-
vided using inventory data from permanent plots established in 1995–2003 and 
remeasured in 2004–2010. Estimates of change are reported separately for growth, 
sapling recruitment, harvest, mortality, snag recruitment, salvage, snag falldown, 
and decay. Although overall aboveground carbon mass in live trees did not change 
in the Tongass National Forest, the Chugach National Forest showed a 4.5 percent 
increase. For the Tongass National Forest, results differed substantially for managed 
and unmanaged forest: managed lands had higher per-acre rates of sequestration 
through growth and recruitment, and carbon stores per acre that were higher for 
decomposing downed wood, and lower for live trees and snags. The species com-
position of carbon stores is changing on managed lands, with a carbon mass loss 
for yellow-cedar but increases for red alder and Sitka spruce. On unmanaged lands, 
the Chugach National forest had carbon mass increases in Sitka spruce and white 
spruce, and the Tongass National Forest had increases in western redcedar and red 
alder.

Keywords: Biomass, carbon cycle, carbon sequestration, phytomass, rain forest. 



Summary
Carbon accounting is becoming of increasing importance to forest managers, as 
markets develop for private forest landowners and public land managers incorporate 
carbon services into planning and management. In this report, inventory data from 
permanent plots established in 1995–2003 and remeasured in 2004–2010 are used 
to provide estimates of aboveground carbon storage and flux for the two national 
forests in Alaska. Estimates of change are reported separately for growth, sapling 
recruitment, harvest, mortality, snag recruitment, salvage, snag falldown, and 
decay.

For the Chugach National Forest, key findings are:

• The overall increase in live tree carbon mass was substantial, estimated 
as a 4.5 percent increase from 1999–2003 to 2004–2010, equivalent to an 
increase of
• 0.8 percent per year
• 165,000 tons of carbon mass (C) per year for the forest, and
• 552 lbs of C per forest acre per year

Although a recent increase in live tree biomass is not unusual for a national 
forest, the increase for the Chugach National Forest is not attributable to fire 
suppression or past harvest, unlike most other forests. We do not know whether 
the observed increase is caused by recovery from past disturbances (e.g., spruce 
beetle outbreaks) or is a result of warming temperatures in the region.

• Significant increases of live tree carbon mass occurred for the Sitka spruce 
and white spruce tree species. 

• Cottonwood, paper birch, western hemlock, and white spruce forest types 
all showed significant increases in live tree carbon mass. 

• No tree species or forest type showed a significant decrease in live tree 
carbon mass.

For the Tongass National Forest, key findings from this report are:

• The Tongass National Forest stores massive amounts of forest carbon, more 
than any other national forest in the United States. The estimated above-
ground average carbon density in the forest was 70 tons per acre in live 
trees, snags, and logs in 9.7 million ac of forest.



• Growth and recruitment of live trees removes from the atmosphere an 
estimated 760 lbs of carbon per acre per year, but net change in live carbon 
mass was not significantly different from zero, with mortality and harvest 
estimated at 670 lbs of carbon per acre per year. Turnover in the live tree 
and snag pool was estimated as 0.6 percent per year and 2.6 percent per 
year, respectively.

• On managed forest lands (estimated at 446,000 ac), there were significant 
increases in Sitka spruce and red alder live tree carbon mass, and a signifi-
cant decrease in yellow-cedar carbon mass.

• On unmanaged forest (estimated at 6,294,000 ac with an additional 
2,974,000 ac of unsampled forest in wilderness), there was a large (6.6 
percent) increase in western redcedar carbon mass and also a significant 
increase in red alder carbon mass.

• Growth and recruitment was much higher in managed forest (1,608 lbs per 
acre per year) than in unmanaged forest (690 lbs per acre per year), and 
natural mortality was much lower (278 lbs per acre per year versus 619 lbs 
per acre per year). 

• Carbon density on unmanaged forest was estimated as 72 tons per acre, 
split as 7 percent logs, 13 percent snags, and 80 percent live trees. Carbon 
density on managed forest was estimated as 45 tons per acre, split as 38 
percent logs, 8 percent snags, and 54 percent live trees.

• Although management choices could potentially increase carbon sequestra-
tion in second-growth stands, e.g., by altering rotation lengths or utilization 
of harvested material, this report does not make any specific recommenda-
tions owing to the relatively small number of managed stands (58) that fell 
within the field plots.
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1

Introduction
Carbon dioxide (CO2) is thought to play a major role in global climate change, and 
as a result, efforts to measure the levels of carbon sequestration, storage, and flux in 
forests are of increasing interest to forest land managers. For national forests in the 
United States, this undertaking was reflected in several significant new develop-
ments that occurred in 2012:

1. Thirty years after publication of the original forest planning rule under the 
National Forest Management Act, a new forest planning rule was finalized. 
Among other requirements, new assessments for each national forest are to 
include a baseline assessment of carbon stocks, and forests are to monitor 
changes related to climate change and other stressors.

2. National forests began to use an annual “Climate Change Scorecard” 
assessment. Questions that forests now consider include progress toward a 
baseline assessment of carbon stocks, as well as an assessment of how dis-
turbance and management activities are influencing carbon stocks, seques-
tration, and emissions.

This report is intended to help the two national forests in Alaska, the Chugach 
and the Tongass, make progress toward these new assessments by providing infor-
mation on storage and flux of carbon in live and dead trees within the forests based 
on data collected by the USDA Forest Service Forest Inventory and Analysis (FIA) 
program. In addition, by providing estimates of temporal flux between carbon 
pools, the results reported here can improve understanding of some types of recent 
changes occurring in the national forests and their surrounding ecosystems. 

Methods
Data

The estimates in this report are derived from remeasured inventory plots installed 
by FIA. Only trees of at least 5 in diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) were used for 
analysis because a change in the plot layout resulted in no remeasurement informa-
tion for smaller trees. The first inventories were installed from 1995 to 2000 in 
southeast Alaska (van Hees 2003) and from 1999 to 2003 in south-central Alaska 
(van Hees 2005). These combined inventories are referred to here as the “periodic” 
inventory. Many of these plots are being remeasured in the current “annual” FIA 
inventory system. This report combines those periodic (1995–2003) inventory plots 
with the remeasurement of those plots from 2004 to 2010; remeasurement intervals 
are shown for the Chugach National Forest in table 1 and for the Tongass National 
Forest in table 2. The period for remeasurement, which varied from 1 to 15 years, is 
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a relatively short period to expect to see changes for such a large region. The varied 
interval of time for plot measurements complicates interpretation, as does the use 
of average annual values. For example, even if mortality rates were absolutely 
constant during the inventory period, an annual mortality rate calculated from plots 
remeasured after 1 year will be a little higher than the rate calculated from plots 
remeasured after a decade.

Detailed information on how measurements were taken can be found in the 
respective field manuals at http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/fia/publications/fieldmanuals. 
Although the two national forests in Alaska are the focus of this report, the inven-
tory crosses all ownerships (figs. 1 and 2). Plots were identified with each national 
forest using an administrative ownership variable in the FIA database. About 90.8 

Table 1—Number of remeasured forested plots by years of 
measurement, Chugach National Forest

Year of first measurement

Year of second measurement 1999 2001 2002 2003 All years
2004 7 1 2 1 11
2005 4 2 3 0 9
2006 8 3 1 0 12
2007 7 2 4 0 13
2008 9 1 3 0 13
2009 6 3 3 0 12
2010 8 0 5 0 13
  All years 49 12 21 1 83

Table 2—Number of remeasured forested plots by years of measurement, 
Tongass National Forest

Year of first measurement

Year of second measurement 1995 1996 1997 1998 2000 All years
2004 18 25 22 10 3 78
2005 21 15 22 22 2 82
2006 18 28 31 22 3 102
2007 24 24 26 13 0 87
2008 27 20 30 23 2 102
2009 23 20 33 11 2 89
2010 21 34 33 18 4 110
  All years 152 166 197 119 16 650
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Figure 1—Forest inventory plots and ownership in and surrounding the Chugach National Forest, southeast Alaska. Depicted plot 
locations are approximate.
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Figure 2—Forest inventory plots and ownership in and surrounding the Tongass National Forest, southeast Alaska. Depicted plot 
locations are approximate.

percent of the periodic inventory plots are being remeasured in the annual inven-
tory, although plots that are inaccessible in either inventory reduce the number 
available for analysis. About 70 percent of the periodic plots (a random sample of 
the 90.8 percent) had been remeasured by the end of the 2010 field season.

For analysis of change, only remeasurement plots and only portions of plots that 
were forested in both periods were used. That results in estimates that usually are 
smaller and less precise than when either the full periodic dataset or the full annual 
dataset is used (tables 3, 4, 5, and 6). In general, the periodic inventory used a more 
restrictive definition of forest land, by excluding Krummholz forest and by using a 
canopy cover definition that was less likely to define an area as forest than was the 
stocking definition used from 2004 to 2010. 
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Table 3—Effect of different estimation methods on forest type area, Chugach 
National Forest 

Without wilderness study area With wilderness study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb 

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Adjustment 
factordForest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand acres

Yellow-cedar — — — — — — —
Black cottonwood 20 12 18 12 18 12 0.90
Black spruce 5 6 5 6 5 6 1.00
Lodgepole pine — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock 287 45 351 45 784 158 2.73
Pacific silver fir — — — — — — —
Paper birch 25 16 20 13 20 13 0.80
Quaking aspen — — — — — — —
Sitka spruce 111 29 138 31 138 31 1.24
Western hemlock 127 32 140 33 140 33 1.10
Western redcedar — — — — — — —
White spruce 20 12 23 13 23 13 1.15

  All forest types 596 52 703 52 1135 160 1.90
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small 
number of plots, this will not do well at representing forest in the wilderness study area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories; this method is what was used for estimates of 
change in this report and is labeled with “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. These estimates 
should match what would be produced from the national database using the current inven-
tory and are labeled with “all 2004–2010 plots.”
d For an approximate extrapolation of change estimates to all forest (including the wilder-
ness study area), one could multiply carbon estimates for each forest type by this adjust-
ment factor.

SE = Standard error of the estimate. The total plus or minus the standard error provides a 
68 percent confidence interval, and the total plus or minus two standard errors is about a 95 
percent confidence interval for the estimate.
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Table 4—Effect of different estimation methods on carbon mass in live trees, 
Chugach National Forest

Without wilderness study area
With wilderness 

study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb 

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 358 221 413 243 413 243
Black spruce — — 9 7 9 7
Mountain hemlock 7,755 1,492 9,382 1,510 20,839 6,488
Paper birch 147 75 158 77 158 77
Sitka spruce 5,553 1,177 8,309 1,792 10,292 2,409
Western hemlock 6,637 1,919 7,182 1,860 7,270 1,863
White spruce 358 138 497 180 497 180
  All species 20,809 2,707 25,951 3,117 39,478 7,822
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small 
number of plots, this will not serve well at representing forest in the wilderness study 
area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories or any trees ≤5 in diameter at breast height; 
this method is what was used for change estimates in this report and is denoted with the 
note “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. This method 
is denoted by the use of “all 2004–2010 plots.”

SE = Standard error.
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Table 5—Effect of different estimation methods on forest type area, Tongass National Forest

Without inaccessible wilderness area With inaccessible wilderness areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Adjustment 
factordForest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand acres
Yellow-cedar 1,261 99 1,433 101 2,199 221 1.74
Black cottonwood 36 18 36 17 98 59 2.72
Lodgepole pine 286 48 348 50 348 50 1.22
Mountain hemlock 820 78 1,229 90 2,013 214 2.45
Red alder 22 12 36 16 36 16 1.64
Sitka spruce 434 60 590 67 839 130 1.93
Subalpine fir — 4 4 4 4 na
Western hemlock 2,374 117 2,479 114 3,219 222 1.36
Western redcedar 575 66 587 63 960 148 1.67
  All forest types 5,808 105 6,741 101 9,715 233 1.67
a Includes wilderness area plots measured in 2005. 
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots that were not 
included in both inventories; this method is what was used for estimates of change in this report and is 
labeled with “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. These estimates should match 
what would be produced from the national database using the current inventory and are labeled with “all 
2004–2010 plots.”
d Calculated as the estimate from all plots divided by the estimate from remeasurement plots only. For 
an approximate extrapolation of change estimates to all forest (including the wilderness study area), one 
could multiply carbon estimates for each forest type by this adjustment factor.
SE = Standard error of the estimate. The total plus or minus the standard error provides a 68 percent 
confidence interval, and the total plus or minus two standard errors is about a 95-percent confidence 
interval for the estimate.
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Table 6—Effect of different estimation methods on carbon mass in live trees, 
Tongass National Forest

Without wilderness study area
With wilderness 

study areaa

Remeasurement 
plots onlyb

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

All 2004–2010 
plotsc

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons

Yellow-cedar 40,539 2,691 45,318 2,695 70,905 5,831
Black cottonwood 480 244 502 247 1,549 978
Lodgepole pine 4,563 485 4,840 488 6,923 1,093
Mountain hemlock 36,213 2,821 42,256 2,958 74,999 9,209
Oregon crab apple 1 1 1 1 1 1
Pacific silver fir 7 9 60 45 60 45
Red alder 717 194 1,824 390 2,092 437
Sitka spruce 65,426 5,916 81,481 6,252 116,012 11,883
Subalpine fir 144 102 127 83 127 83
Western hemlock 153,171 8,100 161,065 7,718 211,628 11,876
Western redcedar 20,174 2,209 21,566 2,144 45,051 8,571
  All species 321,436 10,811 359,040 10,391 529,347 19,558
a Includes wilderness study area plots measured in 2005. Because of the very small num-
ber of plots, this will not serve well at representing forest in the wilderness study area.
b Does not include land that was defined as forest for only one of the inventories, or plots 
that were not included in both inventories or any trees ≤5 in diameter at breast height; 
this method is what was used for change estimates in this report and is denoted with the 
note “remeasurement plots only.”
c Estimates also adjust for nonsampled (access denied or hazardous) plots. This method 
is denoted by the use of “all 2004–2010 plots.”

SE = Standard error.

Helicopter use is not allowed within much of the wilderness on the Tongass 
and the wilderness study area on the Chugach. Owing to this restriction, these 
areas were inaccessible during the periodic inventory. During the annual inventory, 
access was permitted in 2005, and 50 forested plots were measured in Tongass 
wilderness and 9 forested plots in the Chugach wilderness study area. However, 
after an environmental assessment, the areas were again removed from the inven-
tory in 2006. Because none of the wilderness plots had remeasurement data, they 
are excluded from all estimates of change in carbon storage in this report but were 
included in comparisons of methods of estimations of forest type area (tables 3 
and 5) and carbon mass (tables 4 and 6).
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On the Chugach, of the 107 nonwilderness annual plots measured between 
2004 and 2010, just 83 were remeasured plots and only two of these had a record 
of past silvicultural activities, thus managed forest is not reported as a separate 
category for the Chugach National Forest. On the Tongass, there are 801 nonwilder-
ness forested FIA plots that were measured between 2004 and 2010; of those, 650 
are remeasured plots that were initially established in the 1995–2000 inventory.

On the Tongass, 58 stands with remeasurement data had a record indicating 
some type of vegetation manipulation, usually clearcutting. (Note: stands are called 
“condition classes” by FIA, and denote an area of forest that is homogenous with 
respect to forest type, owner group, stand size, regeneration status, tree density, 
and reserved status. Although most plots intersect only a single stand, many plots 
intersect multiple stands.) Fifty-eight managed stands were sufficient to allow some 
separate analysis of managed and unmanaged forest, which was helpful because 
of the substantially different trajectories in carbon storage and flux. Classification 
as managed forest was based on a combination of time since clearcut harvest (a 
variable that was collected in the periodic inventory), records of trees harvested 
between the two inventory measurements, written plot descriptions, and the forest’s 
geographic information system layer for stand management. The managed category 
also includes some residual trees within harvest areas, and a few stands with selec-
tive or salvage logging, and thus the plots in the managed forest category include 
areas with complex structure and older trees in addition to areas of even-aged 
second growth. 

Estimates of carbon in down wood debris1 (DWD) are included based on 
transects that were installed in the periodic inventory (1995–2003). Although DWD 
was measured on a 1/16th subsample of plots from 2004 to 2010, the small number 
of these plots means it is not possible to measure change in DWD with sufficient 
precision for meaningful estimates. Down woody debris measurements were taken 
only on the first stand (condition class) of each plot, which causes more imprecision 
compared to live tree or snag estimates. Some plots with forest did not have DWD 
measurements taken, either because of snow or because only a small portion of the 
plot contained forest. Although this could create some bias in the estimates, less 
than 2.4 percent of the sampled forested area fell into this category, so the bias is 
likely to be minimal. 

Because of the many procedural differences between the 1995–2003 inventory 
and the 2004–2010 inventory, trying to estimate change by simple comparison of 

1 The term “snag” is equivalent to the term “standing dead tree” used by FIA, and is 
defined as a dead tree that is at least 5 in d.b.h., has a bole with an unbroken length of at 
least 4.5 ft, and is less than a minimum number of degrees from vertical. Minimum lean 
angles used differed between the first and second inventories.
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the two inventories would produce inaccurate estimates of carbon and biomass 
change for Alaska’s national forests. To be able to estimate change accurately, a 
number of edits to the dataset were required: 

(1) Building a stratification customized for remeasurement. 

(2) Reconciling every tree in the first inventory for its status at remeasure-
ment (live, snag, harvested, or dead and down). 

(3) Reconciling the first inventory for (a) trees that would not meet the 
current definition for inclusion; (b) trees that had been missed; (c) species 
codes that were incorrect; and (d) incorrect tree status, most typically trees 
that had been recorded as dead but were found to have a few live branches 
in the second inventory.

(4) Adjusting for a definition of forest that changed from a cover-based to 
a stocking-based definition by including only portions of plots that were 
forested in both periods. Although this was the best choice available, it 
prevented the calculation of estimates of biomass/carbon change associated 
either with forest encroachment (such as increasing treeline) or permanent 
deforestation (such as when land is developed for housing or roads).

Statistical methods for calculating standard errors are the current standard 
methods used by FIA, as described in Bechtold and Patterson (2005). Some esti-
mates report carbon mass per forest acre; these are produced using a combined ratio 
of means estimator (Cochran 1977). Where change estimates are called significant, 
it means that the 95 percent confidence interval (CI) does not contain zero; the 95- 
percent CI is created by multiplying the estimated standard error by 1.96 and add-
ing (or subtracting) it from the estimated mean. 

Standard FIA reports, including the most recent report for coastal Alaska 
(Barrett and Christensen 2011), drop nonsampled plots (hazardous or access denied) 
from the stratification process, so that estimates approximate population totals. The 
disadvantage of doing this is that it requires an assumption that nonsampled plots 
are no different from the strata mean estimated from remaining plots; as nons-
ampled plots tend to be on steeper ground (when hazardous) or at high elevation 
(where snow often prevents access), this assumption can be incorrect. In this report, 
the nonsampled plots were left in the stratification, with the result that estimated 
population totals will be smaller. Tables 3 through 6 show the difference that 
results from using these different methods. In addition, the area that was sampled 
for remeasurement is smaller than the area currently in the inventory, because the 
current inventory includes 1 year of data from national forest wilderness and the 
boundaries for that wilderness shifted between inventories. 
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If extrapolation to the entire forest is desired, one might multiply per-acre val-
ues for specific forest types by the additional estimated land area. For example, in 
the Chugach National Forest, the area of Sitka spruce forest is estimated as 111,000 
ac using the remeasurement data, and 138,000 ac when the wilderness study area 
is included, or an increase of 24 percent (table 3), and the remeasurement data 
provides an estimate that carbon mass in Sitka spruce forest type increased at a rate 
of 56,000 tons per year. One could then make an educated guess that the increase 
including the wilderness study area was 56,000 × 1.24 = 69,400 tons. This is just 
a rough approximation, however, as there is no guarantee that Sitka spruce forest 
in the wilderness study area changed similarly to Sitka spruce forest outside of the 
wilderness study area.

Carbon Calculations

The aboveground carbon pools estimated in this report are those of (1) the live 
tree pool; (2) the snag2 pool; and (3) the DWD (or log) pool (fig. 3). Carbon fluxes 
that are estimated in this report are (a) recruitment, (b) growth, and (c) mortality 
for the live tree pool and (d) snag recruitment, (e) decay, and (f) falldown for the 
snag pool (fig. 3). Net change in the live tree pool is measured as recruitment plus 
growth, minus mortality and harvest. Net change in the snag pool is equal to snag 
recruitment (part of live tree mortality) minus decay, falldown, and salvage. Within 
the forest ecosystem are a number of carbon pools that are not included here, such 
as carbon within non-tree vegetation, carbon within tree roots and stumps, and 
carbon in soil and litter. There are also a number of fluxes that are not estimated, 
including carbon moving from vegetation to soil or water, or decay of logs. Some 
current research projects are underway in the region to provide information about 
these processes.

Several different methods are available for calculating biomass and carbon for 
Alaska forests from individual tree measurements of diameter, species, and height. 
In this report, species-specific direct biomass estimators published in the research 
literature have been used, most of them developed for British Columbia (for rain 
forest species) or Alberta (for boreal species). A different method, which has typi-
cally been developed to address species without direct biomass equations, is called 
the “component ratio” method. In this method, tree volume equations are modified 
with estimated density to derive biomass estimates for the main part of the bole, 
and ratios are then applied to estimate biomass of components such as bark, top, 

2 The data for down wood debris estimates is courtesy of Mikhail Yatskov, Ph.D. candidate, 
Oregon State University.
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Figure 3—Carbon flux between the (1) live, (2) snag, and (3) log pools of the forest.

branches, and foliage. This method has commonly been used in other states, but 
because of the low tree species diversity in Alaska, and resulting availability of 
species-specific biomass equations for all our major species, the component ratio 
method has not been used by FIA in Alaska. A third method, also not used in this 
report, has been used to produce many of the biomass variables in the database at 
the national FIA website (http://www.fia.fs.fed.us/tools-data/default.asp), and it 
is based on the component ratio method with adjustments based on Jenkins et al. 
(2003) and others (see Woudenberg et al. 2013, appendix J). 

Although attempts to develop a unified national method provides some consis-
tency across regions, when used at a regional level these can produce estimates very 
different from estimates that use regional equations (e.g., Fried and Zhou 2008). 
The only way to compare accuracy of competing methods is to test them against 
independent datasets, which are very scarce because of the cost of drying and 
weighing trees. In general, because the regional equations are species specific, are 
based on both diameter and height, were derived from research specifically meant 
to estimate biomass, and are built from observations for trees typically sampled 
from ecosystems similar to where they are being applied, the local equations are 
probably preferable for any use other than national-level estimates. The regional 
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variables are also available as part of the database on the national FIA website, and 
can be found in a separate tree table. In both this report and standard national FIA 
applications, carbon mass is assumed to be equal to 0.5 of dry biomass. Because of 
the simplicity of conversion, estimates are shown for carbon mass, and it is left to 
the reader to multiply by two if dry biomass estimates are desired.

The regional equation sets for Alaska trees come from the following published 
sources:

Tree type Biomass citation

Seedlings Alemdag (1984)
Paper birch Alemdag (1984)
Black spruce Manning et al. (1984)
Cottonwood Singh (1984)
Lodgepole pine3 Manning et al. (1984)
Mountain hemlock Shaw (1979)
Pacific silver fir Krumlik and Kimmins (1973)
Red alder Standish (1983)
Sitka spruce Standish (1983)
Tamarack Singh (1984)
Western hemlock Shaw (1979)
Western redcedar Shaw (1979)
White spruce Manning et al. (1984)
Yellow-cedar Standish (1983)

3 Based on the location of plots, all sampled lodgepole trees are believed to be the shore 
pine subspecies (Pinus contorta Dougl. Ex Loudon subsp. contorta).

Currently, most regions of the country, including Alaska, do not have adjust-
ments for portions of tree tops that are broken off (“missing tops”) in the national or 
regional biomass variables in the publicly available FIA database. However, missing 
tops are being increasingly accounted for in biomass or volume variables within 
some regional databases, thus biomass estimates for snags in this report have been 
adjusted to account for missing tops using simple conic geometry. No deductions 
were made for missing tops on live trees (which is much less common than missing 
tops on snags), because information for this had not been collected in the periodic 
southeast Alaska inventory.

Deductions for decay class have also typically not been available in national 
and regional databases. However, a Forest Service publication was recently devel-
oped to provide information on adjustments for decay in snags and logs (Harmon et 
al. 2011) and adjustments to the component-ratio variables in the national database 
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are now being made. For this reason, wood decay deductions based on decay class 
estimated in the field (using Harmon et al. 2011, table 6) were made for both snags 
and logs in this report. These decay class deductions, along with missing top deduc-
tions, will produce some differences from values for snags published in Andersen 
(2011). Decay class for snags was set at the values measured during the periodic 
inventory because of a change in methodology, so estimates of carbon lost in snag 
decay represent reductions from fragmentation rather than progression to a higher 
decay class. 

Chugach National Forest
Excluding its wilderness study area, tree biomass and carbon on the Chugach 
National Forest is fairly evenly split between three tree species: mountain hemlock, 
western hemlock, and Sitka spruce (table 7). White spruce, black cottonwood, and 
paper birch combined comprise only about 5 percent of total carbon mass, and 
other species such as black spruce or quaking aspen comprise less than 1 percent of 
carbon mass. Looking at the distribution by forest type instead of species provides 
similar results (table 8).

Compared to other species, white spruce has a higher proportion of carbon in 
snags (table 7; the white spruce proportion is 202/699 = 29 percent compared to 
proportions of 2 to 9 percent for other species). This is likely the result of spruce 
beetle outbreaks in the 1990s, as is the slightly elevated proportion of dead Sitka 
spruce (9 percent) compared to the two hemlock species (4 percent for mountain 
hemlock and 5 percent for western hemlock).

Although the total carbon mass in mountain hemlock, western hemlock, and 
Sitka spruce forest types is similar within the Chugach National Forest, the density 
is much higher for the western hemlock and Sitka spruce forest types (table 9). 

Overall, there was a 4.5-percent increase in carbon mass in live trees in the 
Chugach National Forest from the first inventory (1999–2003) to the second inven-
tory (2004–2010) (table 10). A recent increase in biomass is not unusual among 
national forests. Most U.S. national forests have been experiencing recent increases 
in carbon and biomass (Heath et al. 2010), with increases in recent decades gener-
ally attributed to temporal changes in harvesting or the long-term effect of fire 
suppression (Goodale et al. 2002). 

What makes the observed 4.5-percent increase interesting is that neither of 
these causes is a satisfactory explanation for the Chugach National Forest. With 
few roads, challenging topography, and high recreational and subsistence use, little 
harvest has occurred on the Chugach during the past half century. Forested areas 
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Table 7—Carbon mass in live trees and snags on the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 413 243 11 8 424 243
Black spruce 9 7 1 1 10 8
Mountain hemlock 9,382 1,510 418 96 9,800 1,545
Paper birch 158 77 4 5 162 77
Quaking aspen — — 4 4 4 4
Sitka spruce 8,309 1,792 860 281 9,169 1,928
Western hemlock 7,182 1,860 359 111 7,541 1,923
White spruce 497 180 202 124 699 269
  All species 25,951 3,117 1,859 345 27,810 3,271

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the wilderness 
study area.
SE = Standard error.

Table 8—Carbon in live trees and snags by forest type within the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees
Forest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Black cottonwood 632 419 33 32 665 425
Black spruce 5 6 6 8 11 14
Mountain hemlock 9,375 1,731 788 222 10,163 1,851
Paper birch 98 82 7 6 105 88
Sitka spruce 7,112 2,277 409 175 7,521 2,402
Western hemlock 8,483 2,373 602 241 9,085 2,494
White spruce 247 139 14 10 260 147
  All forest types 25,951 3,117 1,859 345 27,810 3,271

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the wilder-
ness study area.
SE = Standard error.
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Table 9—Carbon mass per acre in trees by forest type in the Chugach 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees
Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre
Black cottonwood 48,962 30,191 2,589 2,133 51,551 30,052
Black spruce 2,023 410 2,504 507 4,527 917
Mountain hemlock 53,403 7,030 4,488 1,090 57,890 7,359
Paper birch 9,871 5,237 694 427 10,565 5,658
Sitka spruce 102,917 23,682 5,922 2,132 108,839 24,889
Western hemlock 121,024 16,960 8,591 2,727 129,616 16,729
White spruce 21,766 3,906 1,197 492 22,964 4,036
  All forest types 73,873 7,599 5,292 909 79,165 7,881

Note: Estimates are created from all 2004–2010 plots but do not include the 
wilderness study area.
SE = Standard error.

Table 10—Change in carbon mass in live trees by species from the first inventory (1999–2003) to the second 
inventory (2004–2010), Chugach National Forest

Carbon 
1999–2003 Mortality Growth Ingrowth Net change

Net change 
as percent of 
1999–2003Species Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Thousand tons - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - Percent
Black cottonwood 358 221 17 13 55 39 1 2 40 41 11
Mountain hemlock 7,755 1,492 151 97 349 162 28 8 226 192 3
Paper birch 147 75 22 15 22 15 15
Sitka spruce 5,553 1,177 205 125 572 134 38 15 405 168 7
Western hemlock 6,637 1,919 125 59 269 175 25 9 168 177 3
White spruce 358 138 6 6 66 29 18 11 78 35 22
  All species 20,809 2,707 504 167 1,333 292 110 22 939 325 5

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

are within a comparably low fire frequency regime, owing to relatively low tem-
peratures, high cloud cover, and ample precipitation in the summer months.

The last major spruce beetle outbreak in the region occurred in the 1990s, and 
the area most affected was not within the Chugach boundaries. Although recovery 
from the spruce beetle could be contributing to some biomass and carbon increase, 
one might expect the majority of effect to be delayed until regenerating trees 
approach the point of maximum mean annual increment, which would be quite a 
few years in the future. However, there was a previous large outbreak in the 1970s 
and 1980s (Berg et al. 2006), and there could be some ongoing recovery from that. 
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Likewise, there could have been other disturbances in the past (wind events, long-
ago harvests, insect outbreaks) that are now contributing to the net increase of live 
tree biomass. 

Climate change or CO2 increase could also be contributing to the higher 
biomass storage. To put the observed changes into context, with the possible excep-
tion of a few small refugia, almost all of the Chugach was covered by ice during the 
last glacial maximum approximately 23,000 years BP (Reger et al. 2007). Pollen 
studies suggest that migration of coastal tree species back into the contemporary 
forest lands has been a long, slow process, with mountain hemlock and Sitka spruce 
moving into Prince William Sound only around 3,000 years BP (Ager 1999). Many 
of the Sitka spruce and hemlock trees in the Chugach were alive at the end of the 
Little Ice Age in the 1850s, and warming since then is thought to have facilitated 
the expansion of black spruce in the Kenai lowlands (Berg et al. 2009). In more 
recent times, trees included in these inventories would have been affected by the 
relatively warmer, drier phase of the Pacific Decadal Oscillation, which began in 
the mid-1970s (Whitfield et al. 2010). Weather station data in the region show that 
average growing season temperatures during the inventory period (1999–2010) 
were slightly warmer than the 30-year climate “normal” preceding the start of the 
inventory (1969–1998) (fig. 4). 
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Figure 4—Average summer temperatures in the Chugach area were slightly warmer during the inventory 
period compared to the climate “normals” preceding the start of the inventory. Bars indicate average 
inventory summer temperature minus preceding 30-year averages.
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Higher elevation treelines and afforestation resulting from lower water tables, 
although they have been observed in this region (Berg et al. 2009, Dial et al. 
2007), are not explanatory causes for the observed carbon mass increase because 
of the methods that were used, which analyzed only trends within existing forest. 
However, climate warming and CO2 increases could be affecting carbon storage 
and flux in a variety of ways. Growth rates will generally increase with increas-
ing CO2 or with warmer temperatures, provided that soil water availability is not 
limiting. Maximum biomass density in forests tends to be relatively constant across 
a broad range of sites for any given tree species owing to self-thinning (Reineke 
1933, White 1981), so that the stand density index (in the absence of disturbance) 
can be expected to be less affected by climate change or CO2 increase than either 
mortality or growth rates. But there could be displacement of lower volume species 
(such as hardwoods or white spruce) by higher volume species (such as Sitka spruce 
and western hemlock). Increased stocking could occur in more marginal habitats 
as growing conditions improve (Vanclay and Sands 2009). More favorable grow-
ing conditions might even allow individual trees to reach a taller maximum height 
(Ryan and Yoder 1997). 

Teasing out the best explanations for the observed change is difficult because 
of the relatively small number of plots. When looked at as an average annual rate, 
all the tree species show a nominal increase in live tree carbon mass. However, 
only Sitka spruce and white spruce have increases that are more than 1.96 times 
the standard error from zero (indicating statistically significant differences for a 
95-percent CI), with estimated annual increases of 3.6 percent for white spruce and 
1 percent for Sitka spruce (tables 10 and 11). By forest type, the highest increase in 
per-acre carbon occurred in the cottonwood, western hemlock, and white spruce 
forest types (table 12).

Although the Chugach’s 165,000 tons per year net accumulation in live tree 
carbon may seem small compared to the live tree carbon pool of 26 million tons, it 
is a significant local carbon sink. The equivalent CO2 sequestration rate would be 
605,000 tons per year, given the equivalency rate of 3.67 tons of CO2.

However, the net increase of live tree carbon on the Chugach is just one 
component of carbon dynamics within the larger regional landscape. During the 
same period, there was a decrease in live tree carbon mass on private lands in the 
southeast/south-central region comparable in magnitude to the increase observed 
on the Chugach. In addition, we do not know if the increase in live tree carbon on 
the Chugach is being augmented or counterbalanced by changes in the DWD and 
belowground carbon pools. 
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Table 11—Annual change in live tree carbon 
mass by species for the Chugach National 
Forest

Species  Total SE

 Thousand tons per year

Black cottonwood  5 4 
Mountain hemlock  65 55 
Paper birch  3 2 
Sitka spruce  56 23 
Western hemlock  22 22 
White spruce  13 6 
  All species 165 67 

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which 
do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

Table 12—Per-acre annual change in live tree 
carbon mass by forest type, Chugach National 
Forest

Forest type Mean SE

 Pounds per acre per year

Black cottonwood  964 448
Black spruce  23 —
Mountain hemlock  493 406
Paper birch  377 142
Sitka spruce  383 426
Western hemlock  787 354
White spruce  773 297
  All forest types  552 225

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which 
do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.
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There was an estimated 1.6-percent decrease in carbon stored in snags, which 
was not significantly different from zero (table 13). When this is shown as per-acre 
annual change, all the forest types except Sitka spruce had a nominal decrease in 
snags but none was statistically significant at the 95 percent CI except paper birch 
(table 14). Estimates for snag carbon mass typically have higher sampling error than 
live trees. In addition, there is some additional uncertainty for the estimates of snag 
loss, owing to data collection procedures (see discussion of snag estimates for the 
Tongass National Forest).

When the DWD transects from the periodic inventory were used, there was an 
estimated 10 (±2) Mg per ha of carbon mass in down logs in forest lands within the 
Chugach National Forest, or 4.6 (±0.8) tons per acre. There are not enough plots 
to precisely estimate DWD carbon mass by forest type within the Chugach, so in 
table 15, values for these forest types within the larger inventory region are shown. 
Although down wood carbon mass in the white spruce, mountain hemlock, and 
western hemlock forest within the Chugach is similar to the regional values, the 
carbon mass in logs in Sitka spruce forest is about half within the Chugach com-
pared to the region. 

For the landscape analysis, using the full 2004–2010 dataset and excluding the 
wilderness study area, there were 26 forested plots in the Copper River landscape, 
35 forested plots in the Kenai Peninsula landscape, and 46 forested plots in the 

Table 13—Annual carbon mass change in snags by species, Chugach National Forest

Time 1 
carbon

Snag 
recruitment

Snag 
fragmentation Snag falldown Net change

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE Total SE
Thousand tons

Black cottonwood 32 31 1 1 0 0 4 4 -3 4
Black spruce 1 1 — — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock 478 111 14 10 1 2 19 7 -6 13
Paper birch 4 5 — — 0 0 — — 0 0
Quaking aspen 18 14 — — 0 0 1 1 -2 1
Sitka spruce 439 175 24 17 6 4 3 3 15 17
Western hemlock 425 144 5 3 7 3 10 5 -12 6
White spruce 342 210 1 1 10 9 13 7 -22 15
  All species 1,738 337 46 19 23 11 50 12 -28 27

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, which do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.



21

Storage and Flux of Carbon in Live Trees, Snags, and Logs in the Chugach and Tongass National Forests

Table 14—Per-acre annual change in carbon mass of snags 
by forest type, Chugach National Forest

Forest type Mean SE
 Pounds per acre

Black cottonwood -431 398
Black spruce -343 —
Mountain hemlock -107 141
Paper birch -203 98
Sitka spruce 195 279
Western hemlock -182 78
White spruce -424 354
  All forest types -95 91

Note: Data are based on remeasured plots only, which do not include 
trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

Table 15—Carbon mass in downed logs by forest type

Chugach National 
Forest

All of inventory 
region

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre

Black cottonwood 15,446 8,036 5,268 1,295
Black spruce 580 2,500 580
Mountain hemlock 4,241 1,116 4,152 491
Paper birch 11,205 3,661 5,536 670
Quaking aspen 4,643 1,920
Sitka spruce 9,241 4,196 17,768 3,839
Western hemlock 19,554 5,848 18,973 982
White spruce 7,143 2,857 7,009 2,054
  All forest types 9,152 1,607 11,518 670
Note: Estimates use data from the 1995–2003 inventory.
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Figure 5—The three landscape areas (Copper River, Kenai Peninsula, and Prince William Sound) within the Chugach National Forest.

Prince William Sound landscape. For the remeasured dataset, there were 23 for-
ested plots in the Copper River landscape, 25 plots in the Kenai landscape, and 35 
plots in the Prince William Sound landscape (fig. 5). Although the relatively small 
number of plots in each landscape makes estimates imprecise, the nominal carbon 
mass density decreases as one moves westward from the Copper River landscape, 
across the Prince William Sound landscape, and into the Kenai landscape (table 16); 
a decrease in density could be explained by climate limiting the growth of Sitka 
spruce and western hemlock and becoming more favorable for smaller boreal spe-
cies (white spruce and hardwoods) as one moves westward across the forest. 

For the forest overall, the mean storage of 69,800 lbs per acre (= 78.2 Mg/ha) in 
live tree carbon density is less than the 94.2 Mg/ha estimated for Chugach National 
Forest by Heath et al. (2011). The 84,800 lbs per acre (= 95.0 Mg/ha) in aboveground 
tree carbon is split as 82 percent live trees, 7 percent in snags, and 11 percent in 
logs (table 16). The carbon in unmeasured pools (forest floor, understory vegetation, 
soil organic carbon, and roots) could exceed the aboveground tree carbon.



23

Storage and Flux of Carbon in Live Trees, Snags, and Logs in the Chugach and Tongass National Forests

Table 16—Carbon pools and flux for three Chugach landscapes

Landscape

Copper River
Prince 

William Sound Kenai Peninsula
Chugach 

National Forest
Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pool: Pounds per acre

Live treesa 76,398 16,659 76,973 12,715 52,834 11,255 69,816 7,692 
Snagsa 4,476 1,530 5,435 933 7,587 2,779 5,832 1,011 
Logsb 14,701 5,348 7,000 1,786 7,897 1,888 9,138 1,625 

  Total 95,575 89,408 68,318 84,786

Flux—live trees: Pounds per acre per year
Growth 1,362 803 398 170 761 125 733 210 
Recruitment 75 26 27 7 75 17 52 9
Mortality (144) 66 (337) 152 (139) 94 (233) 79 

Flux—snags: Pounds per acre per year
Snag recruitment 65 29 233 129 95 74 153 65 
Snag fragmentation (46) 23 (70) 32 (120) 103 (79) 35 
Snag falldown (134) 79 (131) 45 (258) 75 (169) 37 

Note: Does not include trees ≤ 5 in diameter at breast height.
a Based on data from remeasurement plots only.
b Based on data collected from 1999 to 2003.
SE = Standard error.

Tongass National Forest
Including its wilderness area, aboveground live and snag carbon on the Tongass 
National Forest is estimated to be 601 (± 21) million tons on an estimated 9.715 mil-
lion ac of forest. Some 233 million tons (39 percent) of this carbon is on land that is 
legally excluded from timber harvesting, such as formally designated wilderness. 
Using the remeasurement database, an estimated 448,000 ac of forest fell into the 
“managed” category (i.e., had some previous silvicultural activity). 

Excluding inaccessible wilderness, the estimated amount of carbon stored in 
western hemlock trees is more than double that of any other species (table 17). 
Other species accounting for substantial amounts of carbon are Sitka spruce, 
yellow-cedar, mountain hemlock, and western redcedar. Sitka spruce and cot-
tonwood forest types have a relatively small amount of tree carbon in snags, only 6 
percent of total tree carbon mass, while western redcedar, lodgepole (shore) pine, 
and yellow-cedar forest types have a relatively large proportion of carbon in snags, 
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Table 17—Carbon mass in live trees and snags by species on the Tongass 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Yellow-cedar 45,318 2,695 10,793 975 56,111 3,120
Black cottonwood 502 247 78 54 580 289
Lodgepole pine 4,840 488 1,065 146 5,905 567
Mountain hemlock 42,256 2,958 4,378 490 46,634 3,195
Oregon crab apple 1 1 4 5 5 5
Pacific silver fir 60 45 — — 60 45
Red alder 1,824 390 51 25 1,874 395
Sitka spruce 81,481 6,252 7,321 1,103 88,802 6,486
Subalpine fir 127 83 40 34 167 93
Western hemlock 161,065 7,718 24,019 1,521 185,084 8,483
Western redcedar 21,566 2,144 3,242 457 24,808 2,454

  All species 359,040 10,391 50,991 2,248 410,030 11,119

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas are not included.
SE = Standard error.

at 20, 17, and 17 percent, respectively (table 18). On a per-acre basis, the western 
hemlock and Sitka spruce forest types have the highest amount of carbon (table 19).

Changes Between Inventories

Change in live tree carbon by species— 
There was no significant change in live tree carbon mass overall between the two 
inventories (table 20), and there was no significant change when looked at separate-
ly as unmanaged land (table 21) or managed land (table 22). There was a significant 
increase of red alder live tree carbon mass on both managed and unmanaged lands. 
On unmanaged lands, western redcedar live tree carbon mass had a significant 
increase, estimated as a 6.6-percent increase from the first inventory. On managed 
lands, there was also a marginally significant increase in Sitka spruce live tree 
carbon mass (table 22) and a significant decrease in yellow-cedar live tree carbon 
mass. Annual rates of change are shown in table 23.

Change in live tree carbon by forest type— 
Carbon flux attributable to growth and recruitment of live trees is 690 lbs per acre 
per year on managed lands and 1,608 lbs per acre per year on unmanaged lands. 
In general, in unmanaged forest, forest types with high carbon flux in growth and 
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Table 18—Carbon mass in live trees and snags by forest type within the 
Tongass National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Forest type Total SE Total SE Total SE

Thousand tons
Yellow-cedar 46,734 4,268 9,372 969 56,105 5,049
Black cottonwood 954 830 65 55 1,019 866
Lodgepole pine 3,428 666 693 160 4,121 794
Mountain hemlock 39,716 4,234 4,265 695 43,981 4,707
Red alder 1,185 646 138 95 1,323 734
Sitka spruce 45,381 6,867 2,721 540 48,102 7,215
Western hemlock 192,176 10,965 26,253 2,138 218,429 12,099
Western redcedar 29,465 3,560 7,485 1,012 36,950 4,389

  All forest 359,040 10,391 50,991 2,248 410,030 11,119

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas are not included.
SE = Standard error.

Table 19—Carbon mass per acre in trees by forest type in the Tongass 
National Forest

Live trees Snags All trees

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre
Yellow-cedar 65,209 3,769 13,076 978 78,285 4,346
Black cottonwood 53,517 37,213 3,662 2,634 57,179 38,518 
Lodgepole pine 19,726 2,297 3,988 673 23,714 2,689
Mountain hemlock 64,624 4,926 6,939 1,005 71,563 5,493
Red alder 66,058 17,871 7,689 3,484 73,747 20,752 
Sitka spruce 153,936 15,538 9,228 1,516 163,165 16,156 
Western hemlock 155,057 5,410 21,182 1,441 176,239 5,666
Western redcedar 100,441 5,829 25,515 2,119 125,957 6,724

  All forest types 106,531 2,949 15,130 659 121,661 3,142

Note: Data are from all 2004–2010 plots; inaccessible wilderness areas not included.
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Table 23—Annual live tree carbon mass change by species and management 
class, Tongass National Forest, Alaska

Managed Unmanaged All forest

Species Total SE Total SE Total SE
Thousand tons per year

Yellow-cedar -39 18 55 40 16 44
Black cottonwood — — 8 5 8 5
Lodgepole pine 0 0 -12 9 -12 9
Mountain hemlock -10 14 -7 32 -17 35
Oregon crab apple — — 0 0 0 0
Pacific silver fir — — 0 0 0 0
Red alder 16 7 17 8 33 11
Sitka spruce 115 62 38 179 152 189
Subalpine fir — — -2 2 -2 2
Western hemlock 34 52 -28 162 6 170
Western redcedar -41 38 122 24 81 46
  All species 75 129 190 252 265 281

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only and do not include trees < 5 in diameter at 
breast height.
SE = Standard error.

recruitment also had high carbon flux out of the live tree carbon pool into snag and 
log pools. In both management classes, the Sitka spruce forest type has the high-
est rate of growth and recruitment, estimated at about 1,909 lbs of carbon mass per 
acre per year overall, followed by the western hemlock forest type, with growth and 
recruitment at about 993 lbs of carbon mass per acre per year (table 24). Across all 
lands, annual per-acre flux out of the live tree carbon pools is 88.5 percent mortality 
and 11.5 percent harvest. On managed lands, carbon flux out of the live tree pool is 
21.8 percent mortality and 78.2 percent harvest.

On managed lands in the Tongass National Forest, there was a significant 
decrease of live tree carbon mass for the yellow-cedar forest type, and a significant 
increase for the red alder forest type (table 25). On unmanaged lands (table 25), 
there were significant increases of live tree carbon within the cottonwood and 
western redcedar forest types. Overall on the Tongass, live tree carbon increased in 
the cottonwood, red alder, and western redcedar forest types, and no forest type had 
a significant decrease. 

Change in carbon in the snag pool— 
Overall, the turnover in the snag carbon pool on the Tongass National Forest is 
about 2 percent per year, with no significant difference between inputs into the 
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Table 24—Average annual rates of flux in the live tree carbon pool by forest type and 
management class, Tongass National Forest

Growth Recruitment Mortality Harvest

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre per year
Unmanaged:
Yellow-cedar 304 37 36 4 323 59 — —
Black cottonwood 959 378 11 13 — — — —
Lodgepole pine 113 31 16 3 101 35 — —
Mountain hemlock 344 56 34 7 353 92 — —
Red alder 266 104 615 306 268 196 — —
Sitka spruce 1,711 386 36 11 1,245 541 — —
Western hemlock 909 131 39 4 933 158 — —
Western redcedar 618 64 41 5 461 90 — —
  All unmanaged 652 59 38 2 619 74 — —

Managed:
Yellow-cedar 741 361 20 16 732 514 5,831 1,999
Lodgepole pine — — — — — — — —
Mountain hemlock — — — — — — — —
Red alder 458 548 436 151 — — — —
Sitka spruce 1,661 475 565 182 335 254 691 499
Western hemlock 895 245 477 91 229 112 809 539
Western redcedar 248 — 1,089 — — — 18 0
  All managed 1,107 231 501 83 278 110 997 395

All forest:
Yellow-cedar 313 38 36 4 331 59 112 77
Black cottonwood 959 378 11 13 — — — —
Lodgepole pine 113 31 16 3 101 35 — —
Mountain hemlock 344 56 34 7 353 92 — —
Red alder 358 251 529 173 139 127 — —
Sitka spruce 1,694 302 215 73 938 371 233 176
Western hemlock 908 120 85 13 859 143 85 59
Western redcedar 608 63 68 23 449 88 — —
  All forest 687 58 73 8 593 69  77 32

Note: Data for this table are from remeasured plots only and do not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast 
height.
SE = Standard error.
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Table 25—Per-acre net annual live tree carbon change by forest type, 
Tongass National Forest

Managed forest
Unmanaged 

forest All forest

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre per year

Yellow-cedar -5,802 2,235 18 60 -94 98
Black cottonwood — — 970 390 970 390
Lodgepole pine — — 28 41 28 41
Mountain hemlock — — 25 84 25 84
Red alder 894 396 612 606 748 358
Sitka spruce 1,200 998 502 708 738 578
Western hemlock 334 712 16 207 50 199
Western redcedar 1,319 — 197 95 227 96
  All forest types 333 578 71 94 91 97

Note: Where the standard error is zero, it indicates that only one plot had a stand that fell into 
this category. Boldface type indicates a change that was significantly different from zero 
using a 95-percent confidence interval.
Note: Estimates are calculated from remeasured plots only and include only trees ≥ 5 in 
diameter at breast height.
SE = Standard error.

snag carbon pool (snag recruitment) and outputs from the snag carbon pool (frag-
mentation, falldown, and salvage). The decay-resistant species of yellow-cedar and 
western redcedar have lower turnover rates, of roughly 1 percent per year, than do 
other species (table 26). Salvage of snags is generally incidental to clearcutting, and 
accounts for only a small proportion (about 2 percent) of flux out of the snag car-
bon pool. About half of the carbon stored in snags is western hemlock, which had 
a small (less than 1 percent) but significant decrease (table 26). Lodgepole (shore) 
pine had a small (1.6 percent) but significant increase of carbon in the snag pool 
(table 26).

Estimates of flux into and out of the snag pool differed widely among the dif-
ferent forest types (table 27). On a per-acre basis, unmanaged forest had influx into 
the snag pool that was roughly three times larger than that of managed forest, and 
outflux from the snag pool was roughly the same. Loss of snags on managed lands 
was estimated to be about three times snag recruitment, for a net decrease in the 
snag pool estimated as 239 (± 149) lbs per acre per year.

The reliability of estimates for changes in the snag pool was affected by two 
data issues. The second inventory used a less inclusive definition for snags, by 
changing the lean angle used to define snags from 15 to 45 degrees from horizontal. 
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Table 27—Annual per-acre change in snag carbon by forest type and management class, Tongass 
National Forest

Snag 
recruitment

Snag 
fragmentationa Snag falldown Salvage Net change

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pounds per acre per year
Unmanaged forest:
Yellow-cedar 201 29 128 17 118 27 — — -46 46
Black cottonwood — — 58 60 249 245 — — -307 304
Lodgepole pine 95 32 30 11 36 16 — — 29 37
Mountain hemlock 259 81 114 35 29 9 — — 116 88
Red alder — — 149 109 177 129 — — -326 239
Sitka spruce 494 163 314 139 131 62 — — 49 196
Western hemlock 505 90 341 43 188 29 — — -24 103
Western redcedar 354 81 207 54 99 20 — — 48 94

  All unmanaged 354 40 223 21 128 14 — — 4 47

Managed forest:
Yellow-cedar 224 76 -12 44 211 76 303 371 -278 349
Red alder — — 7 8 — — — — -7 8
Sitka spruce 123 71 16 12 62 52 197 221 -153 224
Western hemlock 97 85 145 86 221 140 41 37 -310 226

  All managed 106 54 86 50 156 81 104 79 -239 149

All forest:
Yellow-cedar 201 28 125 17 120 26 6 8 -50 46
Black cottonwood — — 58 60 249 245 — — -307 304
Lodgepole pine 95 32 30 11 36 16 — — 29 37
Mountain hemlock 259 81 114 35 29 9 — — 116 88
Red alder — — 81 71 92 84 — — -172 155
Sitka spruce 369 112 214 94 108 45 67 76 -19 151
Western hemlock 462 81 320 40 192 30 4 4 -54 95
Western redcedar 345 79 202 53 97 19 — — 46 92

  All forest 335 38 212 20 130 14 8 6 -15 45

Note: Data are based on remeasurement plots only, 1995–2000 and 2004–2010.
a Snag fragmentation includes the loss of mass from shrinkage (smaller diameter and heights) but not the loss of mass from 
a change in decay class.
SE = Standard error.
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Although these instances should have been coded as procedural changes, which 
were corrected during analysis, it is possible that some instances were coded 
identically as snag falldown, leading to overestimates of falldown. The other data 
issue was that a procedural change for estimating decay class made it impossible 
to include the decrease in density that occurs as snags age, which would lead to 
underestimate of snag decay. The missing decay component can be even greater 
than the volume loss from snag fragmentation for some species and decay classes 
(Harmon et al. 2000). Although estimates for snag losses are presented here despite 
these uncertainties, because the estimates are still the best available information, 
caution should be exercised in use of either the two components of snag carbon loss 
shown, or the resulting net change in snag carbon. 

Change in carbon in the log pool— 
Roughly 7 percent of aboveground carbon in unmanaged stands of the Tongass 
National Forest is stored in the log (DWD) pool. On managed forest, about 37 per-
cent of carbon is in the log pool. The higher volume of carbon in logs is found in 
the western hemlock, Sitka spruce, and western redcedar forest types, and lower 
volume in the yellow-cedar, cottonwood, lodgepole (shore) pine, and mountain hem-
lock forest types (table 28). The red alder forest type also had a high carbon density 
in the log pool (table 28); this corresponds well with the role of red alder as a pio-
neering species that establishes after disturbance.

No remeasurement data is available for the log pool. We can make a rough 
estimate of influx into the log pool on unmanaged lands as:

 (mortality – snag recruitment) + snag falldown [low estimate]

which is (619 – 354) + 128 = 393 lbs per acre per year. This will be an underesti-
mate, as some of the input into the log pool comes from breakage of live trees (an 
unknown rate), and some input into the log pool comes from snag fragmentation. 
A higher estimate would be to assume that all of snag falldown and fragmentation 
goes into the log pool:

 (mortality – snag recruitment) + snag falldown + snag fragmentation 
 [high estimate]

which is (619 – 354) + 128 + 223 = 616 lbs per acre per year. This range (393–616 
lbs per acre per year) would give us a rough estimate of annual inputs into the log 
pool of 3.8 to 6.0 percent per year, which would provide turnover rates if the log 
pool were in equilibrium. Decomposition rates of spruce on the Kenai Peninsula of 
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Table 28—Carbon mass in downed logs by forest type and management 
class, Tongass National Forest

Managed Unmanaged All

Forest type Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE
Pounds per acre

Yellow-cedar — — 6,250 893 6,250 893 
Black cottonwood — — 3,571 1,786 3,571 1,786 
Lodgepole pine — — 1,339 446 1,339 446 
Mountain hemlock 65,625 1,339 2,679 446 3,571 446 
Red alder 15,179 8,929 21,875 10,714 16,518 8,036 
Sitka spruce 33,036 4,464 11,607 2,232 15,179 2,232 
Western hemlock 33,482 4,018 16,071 893 17,857 893 
Western redcedar 57,143 10,268 12,500 1,786 12,946 1,786 

  All forest types 33,482 3,125 10,268 446 11,607 446 

Note: Uses plot measurements from 1995 to 2003.
SE = Standard error.

about 1.9 percent per year (Harmon et al. 2005) suggest that the log pool on unman-
aged lands might be increasing; better monitoring information for logs would 
improve the ability to track forest carbon over time. The log pool on managed lands 
is unlikely to be in equilibrium, given the temporal variation in harvesting. 

Combined live tree, snag, and log pools— 
Overall, gross flux (growth + recruitment) from the atmosphere to live trees in the 
Tongass National Forest is estimated at about 760 lbs per acre per year (table 29). 
Growth is mostly balanced by mortality and harvest, so that net flux (based on 
increases in the live tree pool) from the atmosphere to the forest is estimated at 91 
(standard error = 97) lbs per acre per year, reduced by an estimated slight decrease 
in the snag pool of 15 (standard error = 45) lbs per acre per year. This estimated net 
sequestration rate is not significantly different from zero, and also does not include 
any changes in the log pool. There may be some additional sequestration occurring 
because the combined harvest and salvage (85 lbs per acre per year) would have 
some portion that became durable wood products. 

Aboveground tree carbon on the Tongass National Forest is 79.3 percent in 
the live tree pool, 12.4 percent in the snag pool, and 8.3 percent in the log pool 
(table 29). Turnover in the live tree carbon pool is about 0.6 percent per year, turn-
over of the snag carbon pool is about 2.9 percent per year, and the approximated 
turnover in the log pool, assuming equilibrium, is 3.8 to 6.0 percent per year.
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Table 29—Carbon pools and flux for aboveground trees in the Tongass 
National Forest

Management class

Managed Unmanaged
Tongass 

National Forest

Mean SE Mean SE Mean SE

Pool: Pounds per acre

Live treesa 48,102 10,199 115,896 3,731 110,689 3,515
Snagsa 7,524 2,249 18,107 818 17,294 778
Logs 33,482 3,125 10,268 446 11,607 446

  Total 89,108 144,271 139,590
Flux—live tree pool: Pounds per acre per year

Growth 1,107 231 652 59 687 58
Recruitment 501 83 38 2 73 8
Mortality 278 110 619 74 593 69
Harvest 997 395 — — 77 32

Flux—snag pool: Pounds per acre per year

Snag recruitment 106 54 354 40 335 38
Snag fragmentationb 86 50 223 21 212 20
Snag falldown 156 81 128 14 130 14
Snag salvage 104 79 — — 8 6

a Uses remeasurement plots and initial (1995–2003) data. To keep flux and pools in cor-
rect proportions, does not include trees < 5 in diameter at breast height.
b Snag fragmentation includes the loss of mass from shrinkage (smaller diameter and 
heights) but not the loss of mass from a change in decay class.
SE = Standard error.

Discussion

A number of carbon pools and fluxes were not included in this report: (1) carbon in 
nonforested lands, which includes alpine environments, wetlands, grasslands, and 
shrublands; (2) below-ground carbon, including roots, soils, and organic materials; 
(3) carbon in nontree vegetation and litter within forest; (4) carbon in a few pools 
currently not measured by FIA, which includes stumps below 4.5 feet and dead 
saplings; and (5) (with the exception of tables 4 and 6) carbon in forest lands in 
inaccessible wilderness. The missing carbon in the belowground pools could be as 
large as the aboveground stores. 

The overall carbon mass stored in just aboveground trees, snags, and logs in 
the Tongass National Forest is huge. Using the per-acre values by forest types, 
and extrapolating to include the uninventoried wilderness areas, provides a rough 
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estimate of about 650 million tons in aboveground tree carbon, equivalent to 2.4 
billion tons of CO2. 

Carbon storage and flux are very different between managed and unmanaged 
forests. Harvesting on the Tongass was very low before 1955, peaked in the early 
1970s at more than 500 million board feet (MMBF) per year, and then dropped 
over time to current rates at less than 100 MMBF per year (Brackley 2009). On 
managed lands, this results in an age class structure with a large cohort of stands 
30 to 50 years old, very few stands older than 60 years, and relatively few stands 
under 20 years of age. The cohort of stands 30 to 50 years old are contributing to a 
nominal (not statistically significant) net increase of carbon in live trees, but they 
probably have several decades to go before reaching a point of maximum mean 
annual increment. For instance, Taylor (1934) estimated that the maximum mean 
annual increment occurs at around 70 years. In contrast to what is happening on the 
Tongass, privately owned managed forest in southeast Alaska is showing a statisti-
cally significant decrease in carbon mass in live trees, a consequence of harvesting 
that peaked in the 1990s (resulting in a relatively younger stand distribution for 
second-growth) and current harvesting levels that are above that of the Tongass. 

Some species shifts occurred when old-growth forest was converted to second 
growth; the data reflects this by the observed net decrease in yellow-cedar and net 
increase in Sitka spruce on managed lands, as well as by the higher proportion of 
carbon mass in Sitka spruce observed on managed lands (35 percent) relative to 
unmanaged lands (20 percent). Managed lands had almost triple the density of car-
bon mass in logs compared to unmanaged lands, but less than half the snag density 
and live tree density. Carbon flux among pools is also substantially different, with 
much higher growth and recruitment and lower mortality in managed stands.

The Tongass National Forest is unique within the National Forest System in 
the large amount of old growth outside of wilderness, and unique in the proportion 
of harvesting that has occurred in old growth rather than second growth during 
recent decades. Harvesting of old growth creates an initial net release of CO2 into 
the atmosphere relative to leaving stands unmanaged, which can continue for years 
as logs and snags left after harvest decompose (Harmon et al. 1990). Some of the 
carbon from harvest is stored in wood products, with transmission back into the 
atmosphere over time. Because harvest levels peaked in the 1970s, and much of the 
resulting wood products would now be in landfills, wood products from the Alaska 
region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon (Loeffler et al. 2012). Theo-
retically, at some point in the future, the managed second-growth stands that follow 
harvest could result in a greater net sequestration of carbon than leaving stands 
unmanaged, but the relatively low growth rates of most stands in the Tongass and 
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the relatively high amount of dead wood left after harvest would reduce this poten-
tial. Although there is a substantial amount of recent literature about the effects of 
forest management on carbon stores, different authors have reached widely different 
conclusions about net sequestration because of different assumptions about the 
timeframe of interest, initial volume, postharvest residuals, decay rates, the amount 
of energy expended in harvest and transport, utilization rates, lifespan of wood 
products, future growth rates of second-growth stands, temporal discounting, and 
substitution effects. 

Including consideration of carbon sequestration into management of existing 
second growth is likely to be less controversial. Possible management actions to 
increase carbon sequestration for these situations could include altering rotation age 
(for even-age stands) or structural composition (for uneven-age stands) or increasing 
utilization of woody material from harvest sites. Although the carbon estimates 
made in this report provide information about overall carbon storage and flux in 
the Tongass National Forest, providing specific management recommendations for 
second growth would benefit from additional inventory in second-growth. 

Several other sets of estimates for carbon in the Tongass National Forest have 
been published. Some of the data used in this report, specifically the 1995–1999 
data, was used in Leighty et al. (2006), in their paper “Effects of Management on 
Carbon Sequestration in Forest Biomass in Southeast Alaska.” The log data used in 
that paper had a systematic error that resulted in overestimates of carbon in logs; 
those errors have been corrected in this report. In addition, this report uses standard 
national FIA methods for statistical estimation, which differ substantially from the 
map-based approach used by Leighty et al. (2006), and this report uses measured 
data for flux rather than modeled approximations. 

The live tree density reported here, of 53.3 tons per acre on average (table 19) 
for the nonwilderness areas, is equivalent to 119.3 Mg/ha. This is very similar to the 
123 Mg/ha reported by Heath et al. (2012) for the Tongass National Forest overall, 
particularly considering the difference in methods of calculation. Estimates in this 
report will also differ somewhat from those published in Barrett and Christensen 
(2011) owing to the addition of data from 2009 to 2010 and improved estimates for 
snags. That report also found a significant decrease in lodgepole (shore) pine; data 
from 2009 to 2010 had relatively little mortality in lodgepole (shore) pine, so that 
while there is still a nominal decrease in lodgepole (shore) pine of 3 percent (tables 
21 and 23) it is no longer significant at the 90-percent CI. However, there was a sig-
nificant increase in lodgepole (shore) pine snag carbon (table 26), providing indirect 
evidence of higher than normal mortality for this species.
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Conclusion
The Tongass National Forest stores substantially more forest carbon than any other 
national forest in the United States, with an approximated estimate of 650 mil-
lion tons of carbon in live trees, snags, and logs. Both managed and unmanaged 
forest shows nominal net annual increases in live tree carbon (of 0.68 and 0.06 
percent, respectively) that were not significantly different from zero. However, 
changes in species composition have been occurring. On unmanaged lands, there 
were increases in western redcedar and red alder. On managed lands, there were 
increases in red alder and Sitka spruce, and a decrease in yellow-cedar. 

This report provides the first estimates of annual flux and turnover rates in live 
tree and snag carbon pools in Alaska based on remeasured data. Overall, live trees 
in the Tongass National Forest remove about 2,787 lbs of atmospheric CO2 per acre 
per year through growth and recruitment, which is largely (estimated 90 percent) 
balanced by CO2 returning to the atmosphere from mortality and harvest, assum-
ing eventual decay of those trees. Carbon storage and flux differed substantially 
between managed and unmanaged lands, and by forest type. 

Although the Chugach National Forest stores less carbon in aboveground trees 
than the Tongass National Forest, it also is exhibiting greater change in carbon 
stores. The Chugach’s location on a very major ecoregional transitional zone (boreal 
forests to the north, shrubland to the west and southwest on the Alaskan Peninsula, 
and temperate rainforest to the east and south) may make it much more vulnerable 
to large disturbances and climatic shifts. 
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Common and Scientific Names

Black cottonwood Populus balsamifera L. ssp. trichocarpa (Torr. & 
A. Gray ex Hook.) Brayshaw

Black spruce Picea mariana (Mill.) Britton, Sterns & Poggenb.
Lodgepole pine, shore pine Pinus contorta Dougl. ex Loud.
Mountain hemlock Tsuga mertensiana (Bong.) Carr.
Pacific silver fir Abies amabilis (Douglas ex Louden) Douglas 

ex Forbes
Paper birch4 Betula neoalaskana Sarg.; Betula kenaica 

(W.H. Evans); Betula papyrifera Marshall
Quaking aspen Populus tremuloides Michx.
Red alder Alnus rubra Bong.
Sitka spruce Picea sitchensis (Bong.) Carrière
Subalpine fir Abies lasiocarpa var. lasiocarpa (Hook.) Nutt.
Western hemlock Tsuga heterophylla (Raf.) Sarg.
Western redcedar Thuja plicata Donn ex D. Don
White spruce Picea glauca (Moench) Voss
Yellow-cedar Chamaecyparis nootkatensis (D. Don) Spach
4 Alaska paper birch, Kenai paper birch, and western paper birch are not recorded as 
different species by FIA and are included together as “paper birch” in this report.
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Metric Equivalents
When you know: Multiply by: To find:

Acres  .405 Hectares
Pounds  .453 Kilograms
Pounds per acre 1.12 Kilograms per ha
Tons 0.97 Tonnes or megagrams
Tons per acre  2.24 Megagrams per hectare
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Thinning and energy production from biomass 

are being increasingly implemented in the Western 

U.S. as a “win-win” approach to reducing fire 

risk and replacing fossil fuels.1 Yet questions and 

uncertainty about ecological impacts and carbon 

neutrality are highlighted in recent research. 

Many assumptions justifying the thinning/ 

biomass approach need to be substantiated to 

determine whether they are in fact accurate. Due 

to the global urgency for reducing greenhouse 

gas emissions and limiting climate change 

impacts, wide-scale implementation of forest 

thinning and energy production from biomass 

without sufficient scientific support is a highly 

risky approach to limiting climate change, with 

potentially irreversible long term impacts to 

forests. In Western U.S. forests, thinning combined 

with energy production from biomass is based 

on two core assumptions: (1) fires are increasing 

in intensity and/or acres burned and thinning is 

needed to reduce these fire effects; and (2) when 

the byproducts (trees and shrubs) of thinning are 

used to replace fossil fuels for energy production, 

emissions are reduced. Based on our review of the 

literature, we conclude that:

§  Wildfire is not increasing compared to historic 
periods – Wildfires, including very large ones, 

for the most part, are not increasing in western 

forests based on published accounts that use 

historical baselines. Recent increases (past few 

decades) in acres burned in places (e.g., Sierra 

Mountains) are ostensibly due to a climate 

signal but even those have less fire today 

compared to historical times when fire was 

much more prevalent. 

§  Large fires are driven more by climate than 
fuels – Large fires are mainly controlled by 

extreme weather events, and extreme events are 

likely to increase as the climate changes. 

§  Most carbon is stored, not emitted, during fires 

– Large fires are not currently big emitters of 

carbon dioxide given that fine fuels, not large 

trees, are combusted and most carbon remains 

stored in dead trees on site with sequestration 

rapidly following re-vegetation post-fire.

§  Maturing natural forests are not accumulating 
more fuels – As the time between fires increases 

in mixed-severity fire systems, this is not 

necessarily associated with higher fire risk 

presumably due to shading of combustible 

understory plants as forests mature. Tree 

plantations accumulate unnaturally high fuel 

loads and are the biggest fire risk.

§  Thinned areas and fire outbreaks are unlikely to 
overlap – Because fires in any single location are 

extremely rare, the chance of thinned areas, even 

over large landscapes, encountering fire within 

the timeframe that thinning is most effective is 

very low. Thinning over large landscapes is a net 

emitter of carbon dioxide. To reduce emissions, 

thinning should be limited to small trees, areas 

nearest homes, and plantations.

§  Biomass is “renewable” only over long time 
frames while drastic greenhouse gas emissions 
cuts are needed over shorter time frames – 

There is a mismatch between the deep and 

immediate cuts that are needed to prevent 

catastrophic climate change and the emissions 

trajectory associated with using biomass for 

energy production, which immediately releases 

decades to centuries of carbon stored in forests 

to the atmosphere and requires many decades 

of regrowth to sequester that carbon again. 

§  Biomass can produce higher CO2 emissions 
than coal – The amount of carbon dioxide 

released from woody biomass combustion per 

unit of energy produced is comparable to coal 

and much larger than oil and natural gas.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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Unfortunately, after quick and often large-scale 

implementation of biomass energy production in 

Europe and parts of the U.S., studies are revealing 

Many municipalities, electric companies, and 

small energy producers are replacing fossil fuel 

energy production with biomass energy in 

response to global concerns about greenhouse 

gas emissions and the negative impacts of climate 

change. Biomass is often classified as a “renewable” 

energy source and therefore receiving of various 

incentives and credits because when trees and 

shrubs grow back they are able to sequester the 

carbon that was emitted during combustion 

for energy. This abundant energy source is seen 

as a “win-win” because it is often sourced from 

forest thinning byproducts with the intention of 

reducing the risk of wildfire. According to the 

Western Governor’s Association,1 10.6 million 

acres are available for “hazard fuel reduction” 

yielding 270 million dry tons of biomass. 

INTRODUCTION

Logging slash near the Greensprings area, southwest Oregon, D. DellaSala

Rim fire 2013, Stanislaus National Forest, D. Bevington
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that this approach can result in higher greenhouse 

gas emissions compared to combustion of fossil 

fuels, especially within the first few decades.2 If 

we are to truly reduce our emissions, as the best 

science indicates that we must do quickly and 

substantially, thinning and biomass for energy 

production may be misguided in many forest 

systems and especially in fire-adapted forests of 

the western U.S. as discussed.

Thinning forests to reduce fire occurrence or 

intensity and using byproducts of thinning in 

energy production is gaining traction in southwest 

Oregon3 and northern California.4 Concerns have 

been raised that fires are increasing in intensity 

and/or area burned and that thinning is needed 

to reduce these fire effects and related emissions. 

The byproducts (trees and shrubs) of thinning are 

increasingly being used as fuel in biomass energy 

production. Proponents assume such activities 

are carbon neutral or result in lower greenhouse 

gas emissions than if these actions were not taken 

and if fossil fuels were used instead in energy 

production. 

We address many of the assumptions associated 

with thinning and biomass by reviewing the science 

and assessing the level of support, including that 

(1) thinning lowers fire intensity, fire occurrence, 

and carbon dioxide emissions compared to 

emissions from wildfire, and (2) biomass is a clean, 

renewable energy source with lower greenhouse 

gas emissions than fossil fuels. We examine such 

claims in relation to best available science to 

inform managers about whether fuel reduction 

approaches are ecologically sound and carbon 

neutral. We caution that based on numerous 

published studies, improper accounting of carbon 

and biomass lifecycles could lead to large-scale 

clearing of forests5 at a time when enhanced forest 

growth and reduced deforestation/degradation 

is needed to combat climate change. Finally, we 

provide guiding principles for fuel reductions in 

fire-adapted western forests. 

WHAT WE EXAMINED

In this report, we examine two core assumptions 

about why thinning is advocated in biomass 

projects, including it: (1) can be used to lower 

fire intensity and occurrence and therefore 

carbon emissions compared to wildfires that 

are increasing; and (2) biomass produced from 

thinning can be used as a clean, renewable energy 

in place of fossil fuels. 

CORE ASSUMPTION:  
Thinning lowers fire intensity and 
occurrence, and carbon dioxide emissions 
compared to wildfires and is needed 
because wildfires are increasing

Thinning in the Ashland watershed, southwest Oregon; photo: D. Odion
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The Chance That a Thinned Site  
Will Encounter A Fire When Fuels  
Are Lowest is Slim

The likelihood of thinning treatments and 

wildfire overlapping in time and space is quite low 

when the treatment is most effective (<20 yrs6). 

In fact, the chance that thinning will influence 

fire behavior is based on a number of improbable 

factors that, in turn, affect emissions, including:

1.  Probability of a thinned site encountering a fire 

when fuels are lowest (<20 years) is only 5–8% 

based on computer simulations.7 Similarly, 

there is just a 2% chance that a thinned site 

will encounter a severe fire. Therefore, costly 

fuel treatments would need to be applied every 

decade or so over large areas in order to keep 

fuels at lowest levels and even then the thinned 

sites would have a very low probability of co-

occurrence with fire. Repeating fuel treatments 

increases net carbon dioxide emissions over the 

life of a project. 

2.  Thinned sites must encounter a fire during 

“average” weather conditions when fire intensity 

is likely to remain low enough to be affected by 

fuel treatments. Large fires in western forests 

are mostly driven by severe weather and less 

so by fuel densities.8 During severe weather 

events, even thinned sites will burn. 

3.  Done incorrectly thinning can actually increase 

the chance of a severe fire if forest canopies 

are opened up too much due to increased 

understory vegetation growth rates, increased 

surface fuels, (e.g., slash piles), moisture 

reduction, and greater wind penetrance 

affecting fire spread.9 Note – post-fire logging 

also elevates fuel loads and increases future re-

burn potential.10 

Thinning also decreases carbon storage in a forest 

and when forests are thinned repeatedly the 

emitted carbon is never recouped because forests 

accumulate carbon slowly (decades–centuries) 

but release much of it quickly in a disturbance.11

Forest Fires Are Not  
Large Emitters of Carbon 

Contrary to popular belief, individual fires do 

not emit large quantities of carbon dioxide to 

the atmosphere.12 For all fire severities, most of 

the vegetation combustion consists of fine fuels, 

litter and duff, rather than large trees. Even severe 

fires that kill most of the trees in an area emit only 

5–30% of the stored forest as carbon dioxide.6 

Thus, most of the carbon in the burned forest 

is transferred (stored) from live vegetation to 

dead trees and is not released to the atmosphere. 

Lightly to moderately burned areas also continue 

to sequester (absorb) carbon for decades to 

centuries while new vegetation in severely burned 

patches rapidly sequesters carbon. Unless forest 

fires increase greatly in frequency or severity, they 

will have little overall impact on carbon dioxide 

emissions.

High-severity fire on average only accounts for 

about 12–14% of the total burn area in large 

fires.13 Notably, the difference between forest 

biomass combusted in high-severity crown fire 

and low-severity fire is small because even in 

high-severity fire, less than 5% of total stem mass 

is combusted.14

Fires Are Not Increasing in Much of the 
West Compared to Historical Baselines

The fire regime in most of the fire-adapted low- to 

mid-elevation forests of the western U.S. is what 

fire ecologists call “mixed severity,” which includes 

patches of unburned, low, moderate, and severe 

fire effects (Figure 1).15 Despite assumptions that 

fires are unprecedented in this fire severity type 

due to a build up of fuels, severe fires, the biggest 

concern of managers and a component of large 
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structures and chaparral and oak woodlands 

at lower elevations as reported in historical 

accounts.18 In this region, forests and shrublands 

have retained most of their former spatial extents 

and composition, except for developed areas in 

low elevations. Notably, closed-canopy forests 

were common historically in places much like 

they are today.20 Thus, over-emphasizing thin-

ning to achieve more open conditions, as done 

in many fuels-reduction projects, may result in 

novel ecosystems, a loss of moist microclimates, 

with consequences to forest resilience, soils, and 

wildlife populations.

mixed-severity fires, have changed little from 

historical (early European settlement) times based 

on multiple studies.16 

Large fires like the Biscuit fire (2002) near Cave 

Junction, OR and Rim fire (2013) on the Stanislaus 

National Forest (Sierra Mountains, CA) illustrate 

this typical fire mosaic pattern that is considered 

ecologically beneficial.17 Such patchy fire behavior 

in the Klamath-Siskiyou region of southwest 

Oregon, northern California, for instance, has 

resulted in a diverse mixture of densely stocked 

forests composed of mixed evergreens (conifers 

and hardwoods) interspersed with Douglas-

fir and ponderosa pine with more open canopy 

“Although wildfire smoke looks impressive, less carbon is emitted than previously thought” Dr. Beverly Law, Prof. Global Change Biology & Terrestrial Systems 
Science, Oregon State University. Photo: B. Law
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models have been criticized because they have 

had a tendency to over-predict effects of thinning 

on fi re intensity and they lack empirical testing.21

Relying too much on thinning to reduce fi re 

intensity using these models is creating a false sense 

of security that fi res will burn in low intensity in 

what are predominately mixed-severity, climate-

infl uenced systems. 

Fire Risks Do Not Necessarily Increase 
As Time Between Fire Increases 

Mixed-evergreen forests of the Klamath-Siskiyou 

region do not show the same fi re and fuels 

relationships as low elevation ponderosa pine 

forests that they are often compared with in fuel-

reduction projects. In the Klamath-Siskiyou, as 

the time since fi re increases, fuel densities and fi re 

severity does not increase, with the exception of 

plantations where trees are unnaturally dense and 

fi res are severe (Figure 2).19 This is presumably 

because as mixed-evergreen forests mature, they 

begin to shade out more fl ammable understory 

vegetation, naturally lowering fi re severity. 

Additionally, because large fi res in this region are 

infl uenced mainly by extreme weather (climate-

infl uenced fi res) and less so by fuels,20 thinning 

for fuels reduction (a secondary driver of fi re 

behavior) will become less effective as the fi re-

climate gets more extreme. Finally, fuel reduction 

H
U/L

M

photo: D. DellaSala

Mixed-evergreen forest, southwest Oregon, Photo: K. Schaffer

Figure 1 Mixed-severity Biscuit 2002 fi re, southwest Oregon, taken July 2012. 
Note patches of unburned/low (U/L), moderate (M), and high (H) severity are 
typical of mixed-severity fi res governed mainly by extreme weather.
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CORE ASSUMPTION:  
Biofuels are clean, renewable energy with 
lower greenhouse gas emissions than 
fossil fuels

“�…�clearing or cutting forests for energy, either 
to burn trees directly in power plants or to 
replace forests with bioenergy crops, has the 
net effect of releasing otherwise sequestered 
carbon into the atmosphere, just like the 
extraction and burning of fossil fuels. That 
creates a carbon debt, may reduce ongoing 
carbon uptake by the forest, and as a result 
may increase net greenhouse gas emissions 
for an extended time period and thereby 
undercut greenhouse gas reductions needed 
over the next several decades.” 22

Burning Woody Biomass for Fuel Emits 
More Carbon Dioxide than Coal
Biomass is often considered a clean, renewable 

fuel because, under ideal conditions and over long 

timeframes, carbon emitted during combustion 

for energy is re-sequestered once trees regrow. 

Because wood byproducts from lumber mills 

and other manufacturing are plentiful and would 

decompose anyway, there are many situations 

where energy production from biomass at lumber 

mills can be carbon neutral. The amount of 

carbon dioxide released from woody biomass 

combustion per unit of energy produced, however, 

is often comparable to coal and much larger than 

that of oil and natural gas due to inefficiencies in 

burning wood for fuel compared to more energy-

dense fossil fuels. 23 Additionally, it takes decades to 

recoup carbon removed from a forest for biomass 

production as some estimates indicate this source 

of energy would actually release more carbon 

dioxide emissions compared to coal and natural 

gas (Figure 3). Biomass emissions would especially 

accumulate from projects that include short-

Figure 2 Three views of where fires burned unnaturally 
severe: (a) Quartz fire 2001, southwest Oregon, burned 
hottest in cut over lands; (b) Douglas-fire 2013 complex 
(red border) in southwest Oregon burned hottest in 
tree plantations; (c) Rim fire 2013(red border), Stanislaus 
National Forest, burned hottest in the image center 
where tree plantations were dominant. Fire severity 
analysis in preparation.

A

B

C



Biomass White Paper   |   9

Even if the trees are allowed to grow back (if they 

are not perpetually thinned), the timeframe for 

re-sequestering the original quantity of carbon 

conflicts with current policy imperatives requiring 

drastic cuts in emissions over the near term. 

In tree plantations, thinning can benefit ecosystem 

health and may lead to faster tree growth and 

carbon sequestration, potentially making the 

thinning/biomass combination lower in emissions 

than fossil fuels.25 A thorough carbon accounting 

must be done for each particular situation. In 

sum, the large demand of many biomass plants 

for “feedstock” and the economics of woody 

debris removal often lead to whole trees, rather 

than just woody debris, being removed, chipped, 

or turned into pellets for combustion that emits 

more carbon than fossil fuels.

GUIDELINES AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 
THINNING AND BIOMASS

The best way to store carbon in a forest is to protect 

from logging the older high-biomass forests and 

increase the interval between timber harvests.26 

For instance, compared to tree plantations, older 

forests store 3-10 times more carbon than young 

forests,27 and continue to sequester at high rates 

as they mature.28 Also, if timber harvest rates were 

lengthened by 50 years compared to status quo 

logging, carbon stores would increase by 15.29

We close with 11 principles for fuel reduction 

projects qualifying for public incentives based on 

recommendations modified from conservation 

groups30 and 90 scientists submitted to the House 

Natural Resources and Senate leadership in 2010.24

Require full carbon accounting: Assess net 

carbon flux from thinning and biofuels using 

published probabilities of treatment efficacy under 

“average” vs. extreme weather. Invest in carbon flux 

rotation timber harvests and repeat thinning to 

keep fuels at low levels (not shown in Figure 3). 

Figure 3 Cumulative emissions (MgCO2e/MW) from 
pellets made of various percentages of whole trees 
(reprinted from NRDC 201524). For the first few decades, 
wood burning creates a pulse of emissions that rival coal 
and natural gas production.  
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conservation lands including but not limited 

to any area designated by federal or state 

governments for conservation purposes such as 

Wilderness or Wilderness study Areas, old-growth 

forests, Inventories Roadless Areas, or aquatic 

buffers except for invasive alien species and for 

material whose removal is necessary to protect 

public health and safety (i.e., near homes). 

Safeguard Special Ecosystems: Biomass must 

not come from lands identified at the federal or 

state level as endangered, rare, or threatened; at the 

global, national, or state level, such as old-growth 

forests and native grasslands or other seriously 

diminished ecosystems such as late-successional 

stands except for material whose removal is 

required for restoration of characteristic structure, 

composition, and function of the ecosystem 

involved if consistent with the other principles 

herein and with the regional and local fire regimes 

and characteristic vegetation of the area. 

models31 and ground verification of fuel models 

and carbon assessments (accuracy assessment). 

Independent verification of assessments should 

be factored into a project’s operating costs, much 

like carbon offset projects. 

Assure Sustainability: Production, sourcing, and 

utilization of biomass must assure the protection 

of all natural ecosystems (including those on 

public and private lands), habitat values, and air 

and water quality and quantity, and must not 

adversely affect soils or contribute to soil erosion.

Prevent Global Warming & Ocean Acidifying 
Emissions: Projects must result in lower life 

cycle, cumulative and net emissions, and ocean 

acidifying emissions within 20 years and also 

over the longer term than the energy sources they 

replace or compete with. 

Protect Conservation Land: Biomass must 

not come from protected areas or agricultural 

Low-elevation fuel treatment, Lomakatsi Restoration Project, D. DellaSala
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(VOCs), and particulate matter (PM), must 

not increase local community exposure to such 

pollutants, and must not be afforded special 

treatment under the Clean Air Act. 

Be Energy Efficient: Biomass energy production 

must meet strong standards for efficiency in the 

conversion of biomass to useful energy. 

Require Sustainable Procurement: Biomass 

energy producing facilities must develop and 

implement a biomass source plan that satisfies 

the above principles and is capable of supplying 

the facility for its operational life, accounting for 

competing biomass demand in the sourcing area.

Prioritize Fuel Reduction Treatments: Fuel 

reduction is most likely to influence fire intensity 

during average weather conditions, within 

unnaturally overstocked tree plantations, and by 

removal of small trees.32 Proponents should factor 

in the likely occurrence of more extreme fire 

behavior due to climate change, provide realistic 

estimates of thinning efficacy, and account for 

collateral damage to ecosystems.

Prevent Loss of Natural Ecosystems: Biomass 

removed from lands converted from forests, 

grasslands or other natural systems into 

plantations or simplified, intensively managed or 

cultivated systems shall not qualify for incentives 

if the conversion occurs after the adoption date of 

such incentive program.

Protect Threatened and Endangered Species: 
Biomass harvest must not occur on lands 

identified at the federal or state level as harboring 

or potentially harboring any species classified 

as endangered, rare, or threatened at the global, 

national, or state level, or is a candidate for such 

status, except for material whose removal is 

required for restoration of the species’ habitat and 

protection of the species. 

Avoid Toxic and Other Air Pollutants: Biomass 

energy facilities must not contribute to greater 

air pollution per unit of energy produced than 

would result from the energy source they replace 

or compete with, including, for example, nitrogen 

oxides (NOx), volatile organic compounds 
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Strategies to mitigate carbon dioxide emissions through forestry
activities have been proposed, but ecosystem process-based in-
tegration of climate change, enhanced CO2, disturbance from fire,
and management actions at regional scales are extremely limited.
Here, we examine the relative merits of afforestation, reforesta-
tion, management changes, and harvest residue bioenergy use in
the Pacific Northwest. This region represents some of the highest
carbon density forests in the world, which can store carbon in
trees for 800 y or more. Oregon’s net ecosystem carbon balance
(NECB) was equivalent to 72% of total emissions in 2011–2015. By
2100, simulations show increased net carbon uptake with little
change in wildfires. Reforestation, afforestation, lengthened har-
vest cycles on private lands, and restricting harvest on public lands
increase NECB 56% by 2100, with the latter two actions contribut-
ing the most. Resultant cobenefits included water availability and
biodiversity, primarily from increased forest area, age, and species
diversity. Converting 127,000 ha of irrigated grass crops to native
forests could decrease irrigation demand by 233 billion m3·y−1.
Utilizing harvest residues for bioenergy production instead of leav-
ing them in forests to decompose increased emissions in the short-
term (50 y), reducing mitigation effectiveness. Increasing forest carbon
on public lands reduced emissions compared with storage in wood
products because the residence time is more than twice that of wood
products. Hence, temperate forests with high carbon densities and
lower vulnerability to mortality have substantial potential for reduc-
ing forest sector emissions. Our analysis framework provides a tem-
plate for assessments in other temperate regions.

forests | carbon balance | greenhouse gas emissions | climate mitigation

Strategies to mitigate carbon dioxide emissions through for-
estry activities have been proposed, but regional assessments

to determine feasibility, timeliness, and effectiveness are limited and
rarely account for the interactive effects of future climate, atmo-
spheric CO2 enrichment, nitrogen deposition, disturbance from
wildfires, and management actions on forest processes. We examine
the net effect of all of these factors and a suite of mitigation strat-
egies at fine resolution (4-km grid). Proven strategies immediately
available to mitigate carbon emissions from forest activities in-
clude the following: (i) reforestation (growing forests where they
recently existed), (ii) afforestation (growing forests where they did
not recently exist), (iii) increasing carbon density of existing for-
ests, and (iv) reducing emissions from deforestation and degra-
dation (1). Other proposed strategies include wood bioenergy
production (2–4), bioenergy combined with carbon capture and
storage (BECCS), and increasing wood product use in build-
ings. However, examples of commercial-scale BECCS are still
scarce, and sustainability of wood sources remains controversial
because of forgone ecosystem carbon storage and low environmental
cobenefits (5, 6). Carbon stored in buildings generally outlives
its usefulness or is replaced within decades (7) rather than the
centuries possible in forests, and the factors influencing prod-
uct substitution have yet to be fully explored (8). Our analysis
of mitigation strategies focuses on the first four strategies, as
well as bioenergy production, utilizing harvest residues only and
without carbon capture and storage.

The appropriateness and effectiveness of mitigation strate-
gies within regions vary depending on the current forest sink,
competition with land-use and watershed protection, and envi-
ronmental conditions affecting forest sustainability and resilience.
Few process-based regional studies have quantified strategies that
could actually be implemented, are low-risk, and do not depend
on developing technologies. Our previous studies focused on re-
gional modeling of the effects of forest thinning on net ecosystem
carbon balance (NECB) and net emissions, as well as improving
modeled drought sensitivity (9, 10), while this study focuses mainly
on strategies to enhance forest carbon.
Our study region is Oregon in the Pacific Northwest, where

coastal and montane forests have high biomass and carbon se-
questration potential. They represent coastal forests from northern
California to southeast Alaska, where trees live 800 y or more and
biomass can exceed that of tropical forests (11) (Fig. S1). The
semiarid ecoregions consist of woodlands that experience frequent
fires (12). Land-use history is a major determinant of forest carbon
balance. Harvest was the dominant cause of tree mortality (2003–
2012) and accounted for fivefold as much mortality as that from fire
and beetles combined (13). Forest land ownership is predominantly
public (64%), and 76% of the biomass harvested is on private lands.

Significance

Regional quantification of feasibility and effectiveness of forest
strategies to mitigate climate change should integrate observa-
tions and mechanistic ecosystem process models with future cli-
mate, CO2, disturbances from fire, and management. Here, we
demonstrate this approach in a high biomass region, and found
that reforestation, afforestation, lengthened harvest cycles on
private lands, and restricting harvest on public lands increased net
ecosystem carbon balance by 56% by 2100, with the latter two
actions contributing the most. Forest sector emissions tracked
with our life cycle assessment model decreased by 17%, partially
meeting emissions reduction goals. Harvest residue bioenergy use
did not reduce short-term emissions. Cobenefits include increased
water availability and biodiversity of forest species. Our improved
analysis framework can be used in other temperate regions.
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Many US states, including Oregon (14), plan to reduce their
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in accordance with the Paris
Agreement. We evaluated strategies to address this question: How
much carbon can the region’s forests realistically remove from the
atmosphere in the future, and which forest carbon strategies can
reduce regional emissions by 2025, 2050, and 2100? We propose
an integrated approach that combines observations with models
and a life cycle assessment (LCA) to evaluate current and future
effects of mitigation actions on forest carbon and forest sector
emissions in temperate regions (Fig. 1). We estimated the recent
carbon budget of Oregon’s forests, and simulated the potential to
increase the forest sink and decrease forest sector emissions under
current and future climate conditions. We provide recommenda-
tions for regional assessments of mitigation strategies.

Results
Carbon stocks and fluxes are summarized for the observation
cycles of 2001–2005, 2006–2010, and 2011–2015 (Table 1 and
Tables S1 and S2). In 2011–2015, state-level forest carbon stocks
totaled 3,036 Tg C (3 billion metric tons), with the coastal and
montane ecoregions accounting for 57% of the live tree carbon
(Tables S1 and S2). Net ecosystem production [NEP; net primary
production (NPP) minus heterotrophic respiration (Rh)] aver-
aged 28 teragrams carbon per year (Tg C y−1) over all three
periods. Fire emissions were unusually high at 8.69 million metric
tons carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e y−1, i.e., 2.37 Tg C y−1) in
2001–2005 due to the historic Biscuit Fire, but decreased to
3.56 million tCO2e y−1 (0.97 Tg C y−1) in 2011–2015 (Table S4).
Note that 1 million tCO2e equals 3.667 Tg C.
Our LCA showed that in 2001–2005, Oregon’s net wood

product emissions were 32.61 million tCO2e (Table S3), and 3.7-
fold wildfire emissions in the period that included the record fire
year (15) (Fig. 2). In 2011–2015, net wood product emissions were
34.45 million tCO2e and almost 10-fold fire emissions, mostly due
to lower fire emissions. The net wood product emissions are
higher than fire emissions despite carbon benefits of storage in
wood products and substitution for more fossil fuel-intensive
products. Hence, combining fire and net wood product emis-
sions, the forest sector emissions averaged 40 million tCO2e y−1

and accounted for about 39% of total emissions across all sectors
(Fig. 2 and Table S4). NECB was calculated from NEP minus
losses from fire emissions and harvest (Fig. 1). State NECB was
equivalent to 60% and 70% of total emissions for 2001–2005 and
2011–2015, respectively (Fig. 2, Table 1, and Table S4). Fire
emissions were only between 4% and 8% of total emissions from

all sources (2011–2015 and 2001–2004, respectively). Oregon’s for-
ests play a larger role in meeting its GHG targets than US forests
have in meeting the nation’s targets (16, 17).
Historical disturbance regimes were simulated using stand age

and disturbance history from remote sensing products. Comparisons
of Community Land Model (CLM4.5) output with Forest Inventory
and Analysis (FIA) aboveground tree biomass (>6,000 plots) were
within 1 SD of the ecoregion means (Fig. S2). CLM4.5 estimates of
cumulative burn area and emissions from 1990 to 2014 were 14%
and 25% less than observed, respectively. The discrepancy was
mostly due to the model missing an anomalously large fire in 2002
(Fig. S3A). When excluded, modeled versus observed fire emis-
sions were in good agreement (r2 = 0.62; Fig. S3B). A sensitivity
test of a 14% underestimate of burn area did not affect our final
results because predicted emissions would increase almost equally
for business as usual (BAU) management and our scenarios,
resulting in no proportional change in NECB. However, the ratio
of harvest to fire emissions would be lower.
Projections show that under future climate, atmospheric carbon

dioxide, and BAUmanagement, an increase in net carbon uptake due
to CO2 fertilization and climate in the mesic ecoregions far outweighs
losses from fire and drought in the semiarid ecoregions. There was not
an increasing trend in fire. Carbon stocks increased by 2% and 7%
and NEP increased by 12% and 40% by 2050 and 2100, respectively.
We evaluated emission reduction strategies in the forest sector:

protecting existing forest carbon, lengthening harvest cycles, re-
forestation, afforestation, and bioenergy production with product
substitution. The largest potential increase in forest carbon is in the
mesic Coast Range andWest Cascade ecoregions. These forests are
buffered by the ocean, have high soil water-holding capacity, low
risk of wildfire [fire intervals average 260–400 y (18)], long carbon
residence time, and potential for high carbon density. They can
attain biomass up to 520 Mg C ha−1 (12). Although Oregon has
several protected areas, they account for only 9–15% of the total
forest area, so we expect it may be feasible to add carbon-protected
lands with cobenefits of water protection and biodiversity.
Reforestation of recently forested areas include those areas im-

pacted by fire and beetles. Our simulations to 2100 assume regrowth
of the same species and incorporate future fire responses to climate
and cyclical beetle outbreaks [70–80 y (13)]. Reforestation has the
potential to increase stocks by 315 Tg C by 2100, reducing forest sector
net emissions by 5% by 2100 relative to BAU management (Fig. 3).
The East andWest Cascades ecoregions had the highest reforestation
potential, accounting for 90% of the increase (Table S5).
Afforestation of old fields within forest boundaries and non-

food/nonforage grass crops, hereafter referred to as “grass crops,”
had to meet minimum conditions for tree growth, and crop grid
cells had to be partially forested (SI Methods and Table S6). These
crops are not grazed or used for animal feed. Competing land uses
may decrease the actual amount of area that can be afforested.
We calculated the amount of irrigated grass crops (127,000 ha)
that could be converted to forest, assuming success of carbon
offset programs (19). By 2100, afforestation increased stocks by

– FireNPP – Rh – HarvestNECB = 

Fig. 1. Approach to assessing effects of mitigation strategies on forest
carbon and forest sector emissions. NECB is productivity (NPP) minus Rh and
losses from fire and harvest (red arrows). Harvest emissions include those
associated with wood products and bioenergy.

Table 1. Forest carbon budget components used to compute
NECB

Flux, Tg C·y−1 2001–2005 2006–2010 2011–2015 2001–2015

NPP 73.64 7.59 73.57 7.58 73.57 7.58 73.60
Rh 45.67 5.11 45.38 5.07 45.19 5.05 45.41
NEP 27.97 9.15 28.19 9.12 28.39 9.11 28.18
Harvest removals 8.58 0.60 7.77 0.54 8.61 0.6 8.32
Fire emissions 2.37 0.27 1.79 0.2 0.97 0.11 1.71
NECB 17.02 9.17 18.63 9.14 18.81 9.13 18.15

Average annual values for each period, including uncertainty (95%
confidence interval) in Tg C y−1 (multiply by 3.667 to get million tCO2e).
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94 Tg C and cumulative NECB by 14 Tg C, and afforestation
reduced forest sector GHG emissions by 1.3–1.4% in 2025, 2050,
and 2100 (Fig. 3).
We quantified cobenefits of afforestation of irrigated grass crops

on water availability based on data from hydrology and agricultural
simulations of future grass crop area and related irrigation demand
(20). Afforestation of 127,000 ha of grass cropland with Douglas
fir could decrease irrigation demand by 222 and 233 billion m3·y−1

by 2050 and 2100, respectively. An independent estimate from
measured precipitation and evapotranspiration (ET) at our ma-
ture Douglas fir and grass crop flux sites in the Willamette Valley
shows the ET/precipitation fraction averaged 33% and 52%, re-
spectively, and water balance (precipitation minus ET) averaged
910 mm·y−1 and 516 mm·y−1. Under current climate conditions,
the observations suggest an increase in annual water avail-
ability of 260 billion m3· y−1 if 127,000 ha of the irrigated grass
crops were converted to forest.
Harvest cycles in the mesic and montane forests have declined

from over 120 y to 45 y despite the fact that these trees can live
500–1,000 y and net primary productivity peaks at 80–125 y (21).
If harvest cycles were lengthened to 80 y on private lands and
harvested area was reduced 50% on public lands, state-level stocks
would increase by 17% to a total of ∼3,600 Tg C and NECB would
increase 2–3 Tg C y−1 by 2100. The lengthened harvest cycles re-
duced harvest by 2 Tg C y−1, which contributed to higher NECB.
Leakage (more harvest elsewhere) is difficult to quantify and could
counter these carbon gains. However, because harvest on federal
lands was reduced significantly since 1992 (NW Forest Plan),
leakage has probably already occurred.
The four strategies together increased NECB by 64%, 82%,

and 56% by 2025, 2050, and 2100, respectively. This reduced
forest sector net emissions by 11%, 10%, and 17% over the same
periods (Fig. 3). By 2050, potential increases in NECB were largest
in the Coast Range (Table S5), East Cascades, and Klamath

Mountains, accounting for 19%, 25%, and 42% of the total
increase, whereas by 2100, they were most evident in the West
Cascades, East Cascades, and Klamath Mountains.
We examined the potential for using existing harvest residue

for electricity generation, where burning the harvest residue for
energy emits carbon immediately (3) versus the BAU practice of
leaving residues in forests to slowly decompose. Assuming half of
forest residues from harvest practices could be used to replace
natural gas or coal in distributed facilities across the state, they
would provide an average supply of 0.75–1 Tg C y−1 to the year
2100 in the reduced harvest and BAU scenarios, respectively.
Compared with BAU harvest practices, where residues are left to
decompose, proposed bioenergy production would increase cu-
mulative net emissions by up to 45 Tg C by 2100. Even at 50% use,
residue collection and transport are not likely to be economically
viable, given the distances (>200 km) to Oregon’s facilities.

Discussion
Earth system models have the potential to bring terrestrial ob-
servations related to climate, vulnerability, impacts, adaptation,
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and mitigation into a common framework, melding biophysical
with social components (22). We developed a framework to
examine a suite of mitigation actions to increase forest carbon
sequestration and reduce forest sector emissions under current
and future environmental conditions.
Harvest-related emissions had a large impact on recent forest

NECB, reducing it by an average of 34% from 2001 to 2015. By
comparison, fire emissions were relatively small and reduced NECB
by 12% in the Biscuit Fire year, but only reduced NECB 5–9%
from 2006 to 2015. Thus, altered forest management has the po-
tential to enhance the forest carbon balance and reduce emissions.
Future NEP increased because enhancement from atmospheric

carbon dioxide outweighed the losses from fire. Lengthened har-
vest cycles on private lands to 80 y and restricting harvest to 50%
of current rates on public lands increased NECB the most by 2100,
accounting for 90% of total emissions reduction (Fig. 3 and Tables
S5 and S6). Reduced harvest led to NECB increasing earlier than
the other strategies (by 2050), suggesting this could be a priority
for implementation.
Our afforestation estimates may be too conservative by limit-

ing them to nonforest areas within current forest boundaries and
127,000 ha of irrigated grass cropland. There was a net loss of
367,000 ha of forest area in Oregon and Washington combined
from 2001 to 2006 (23), and less than 1% of native habitat remains
in the Willamette Valley due to urbanization and agriculture (24).
Perhaps more of this area could be afforested.
The spatial variation in the potential for each mitigation option

to improve carbon stocks and fluxes shows that the reforestation
potential is highest in the Cascade Mountains, where fire and
insects occur (Fig. 4). The potential to reduce harvest on public
land is highest in the Cascade Mountains, and that to lengthen
harvest cycles on private lands is highest in the Coast Range.
Although western Oregon is mesic with little expected change

in precipitation, the afforestation cobenefits of increased water
availability will be important. Urban demand for water is pro-
jected to increase, but agricultural irrigation will continue to
consume much more water than urban use (25). Converting
127,000 ha of irrigated grass crops to native forests appears to
be a win–win strategy, returning some of the area to forest land,
providing habitat and connectivity for forest species, and easing
irrigation demand. Because the afforested grass crop represents
only 11% of the available grass cropland (1.18 million ha), it is
not likely to result in leakage or indirect land use change. The
two forest strategies combined are likely to be important con-
tributors to water security.
Cobenefits with biodiversity were not assessed in our study.

However, a recent study showed that in the mesic forests, cobe-
nefits with biodiversity of forest species are largest on lands with
harvest cycles longer than 80 y, and thus would be most pro-
nounced on private lands (26). We selected 80 y for the harvest
cycle mitigation strategy because productivity peaks at 80–125 y
in this region, which coincides with the point at which cobenefits
with wildlife habitat are substantial.
Habitat loss and climate change are the two greatest threats to

biodiversity. Afforestation of areas that are currently grass crops
would likely improve the habitat of forest species (27), as about
90% of the forests in these areas were replaced by agriculture.
About 45 mammal species are at risk because of range contraction
(28). Forests are more efficient at dissipating heat than grass and
crop lands, and forest cover gains lead to net surface cooling in all
regions south of about 45° latitude in North American and Europe
(29). The cooler conditions can buffer climate-sensitive bird pop-
ulations from approaching their thermal limits and provide more
food and nest sites (30). Thus, the mitigation strategies of affor-
estation, protecting forests on public lands and lengthening harvest
cycles to 80–125 y, would likely benefit forest-dependent species.
Oregon has a legislated mandate to reduce emissions, and is

considering an offsets program that limits use of offsets to 8% of

the total emissions reduction to ensure that regulated entities
substantially reduce their own emissions, similar to California’s
program (19). An offset becomes a net emissions reduction by
increasing the forest carbon sink (NECB). If only 8% of the GHG
reduction is allowed for forest offsets, the limits for forest offsets
would be 2.1 and 8.4 million metric tCO2e of total emissions by
2025 and 2050, respectively (Table S6). The combination of affor-
estation, reforestation, and reduced harvest would provide 13 million
metric tCO2e emissions reductions, and any one of the strategies
or a portion of each could be applied. Thus, additionality beyond
what would happen without the program is possible.
State-level reporting of GHG emissions includes the agriculture

sector, but does not appear to include forest sector emissions, ex-
cept for industrial fuel (i.e., utility fuel in Table S3) and, potentially,
fire emissions. Harvest-related emissions should be quantified,
as they are much larger than fire emissions in the western United
States. Full accounting of forest sector emissions is necessary to
meet climate mitigation goals.
Increased long-term storage in buildings and via product sub-

stitution has been suggested as a potential climate mitigation op-
tion. Pacific temperate forests can store carbon for many hundreds
of years, which is much longer than is expected for buildings that
are generally assumed to outlive their usefulness or be replaced
within several decades (7). By 2035, about 75% of buildings in
the United States will be replaced or renovated, based on new
construction, demolition, and renovation trends (31, 32). Re-
cent analysis suggests substitution benefits of using wood versus
more fossil fuel-intensive materials have been overestimated by at

A

B

Change in forest carbon from BAU

Fig. 4. Spatial patterns of forest carbon stocks and NECB by 2091–2100. The
decadal average changes in forest carbon stocks (A) and NECB (B) due to
afforestation, reforestation, protected areas, and lengthened harvest cycles
relative to continued BAU forest management (red is increase in NECB)
are shown.
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least an order of magnitude (33). Our LCA accounts for losses in
product substitution stores (PSSs) associated with building life
span, and thus are considerably lower than when no losses are
assumed (4, 34). While product substitution reduces the overall
forest sector emissions, it cannot offset the losses incurred by
frequent harvest and losses associated with product trans-
portation, manufacturing, use, disposal, and decay. Methods
for calculating substitution benefits should be improved in
other regional assessments.
Wood bioenergy production is interpreted as being carbon-

neutral by assuming that trees regrow to replace those that burned.
However, this does not account for reduced forest carbon stocks
that took decades to centuries to sequester, degraded productive
capacity, emissions from transportation and the production pro-
cess, and biogenic/direct emissions at the facility (35). Increased
harvest through proposed thinning practices in the region has
been shown to elevate emissions for decades to centuries regardless
of product end use (36). It is therefore unlikely that increased wood
bioenergy production in this region would decrease overall forest
sector emissions.

Conclusions
GHG reduction must happen quickly to avoid surpassing a 2 °C
increase in temperature since preindustrial times. Alterations in
forest management can contribute to increasing the land sink and
decreasing emissions by keeping carbon in high biomass forests,
extending harvest cycles, reforestation, and afforestation. For-
ests are carbon-ready and do not require new technologies or
infrastructure for immediate mitigation of climate change. Grow-
ing forests for bioenergy production competes with forest carbon
sequestration and does not reduce emissions in the next decades
(10). BECCS requires new technology, and few locations have
sufficient geological storage for CO2 at power facilities with
high-productivity forests nearby. Accurate accounting of forest
carbon in trees and soils, NECB, and historic harvest rates,
combined with transparent quantification of emissions from the
wood product process, can ensure realistic reductions in forest
sector emissions.
As states and regions take a larger role in implementing climate

mitigation steps, robust forest sector assessments are urgently
needed. Our integrated approach of combining observations,
an LCA, and high-resolution process modeling (4-km grid vs.
typical 200-km grid) of a suite of potential mitigation actions
and their effects on forest carbon sequestration and emissions
under changing climate and CO2 provides an analysis frame-
work that can be applied in other temperate regions.

Materials and Methods
Current Stocks and Fluxes. We quantified recent forest carbon stocks and
fluxes using a combination of observations from FIA; Landsat products on
forest type, land cover, and fire risk; 200 intensive plots in Oregon (37); and a
wood decomposition database. Tree biomass was calculated from species-
specific allometric equations and ecoregion-specific wood density. We esti-
mated ecosystem carbon stocks, NEP (photosynthesis minus respiration), and
NECB (NEP minus losses due to fire or harvest) using a mass-balance approach
(36, 38) (Table 1 and SI Materials and Methods). Fire emissions were computed
from the Monitoring Trends in Burn Severity database, biomass data, and
region-specific combustion factors (15, 39) (SI Materials and Methods).

Future Projections and Model Description. Carbon stocks and NEP were
quantified to the years 2025, 2050, and 2100 using CLM4.5 with physiological
parameters for 10 major forest species, initial forest biomass (36), and future
climate and atmospheric carbon dioxide as input (Institut Pierre Simon
Laplace climate system model downscaled to 4 km × 4 km, representative
concentration pathway 8.5). CLM4.5 uses 3-h climate data, ecophysiological
characteristics, site physical characteristics, and site history to estimate the
daily fluxes of carbon, nitrogen, and water between the atmosphere, plant
state variables, and litter and soil state variables. Model components are
biogeophysics, hydrological cycle, and biogeochemistry. This model version
does not include a dynamic vegetation model to simulate resilience and

establishment following disturbance. However, the effect of regeneration
lags on forest carbon is not particularly strong for the long disturbance in-
tervals in this study (40). Our plant functional type (PFT) parameterization
for 10 major forest species rather than one significantly improves carbon
modeling in the region (41).

Forest Management and Land Use Change Scenarios. Harvest cycles, re-
forestation, and afforestationwere simulated to the year 2100. Carbon stocks
and NEP were predicted for the current harvest cycle of 45 y compared with
simulations extending it to 80 y. Reforestation potential was simulated over
areas that recently suffered mortality from harvest, fire, and 12 species of
beetles (13). We assumed the same vegetation regrew to the maximum
potential, which is expected with the combination of natural regeneration
and planting that commonly occurs after these events. Future BAU harvest
files were constructed using current harvest rates, where county-specific aver-
age harvest and the actual amounts per ownership were used to guide grid cell
selection. This resulted in the majority of harvest occurring on private land
(70%) and in the mesic ecoregions. Beetle outbreaks were implemented using
a modified mortality rate of the lodgepole pine PFT with 0.1% y−1 biomass
mortality by 2100.

For afforestation potential, we identified areas that are within forest
boundaries that are not currently forest and areas that are currently grass crops.
We assumed no competition with conversion of irrigated grass crops to urban
growth, given Oregon’s land use laws for developing within urban growth
boundaries. A separate study suggested that, on average, about 17% of all
irrigated agricultural crops in the Willamette Valley could be converted to
urban area under future climate; however, because 20% of total cropland is
grass seed, it suggests little competition with urban growth (25).

Landsat observations (12,500 scenes) were processed to map changes in
land cover from 1984 to 2012. Land cover types were separated with an
unsupervised K-means clustering approach. Land cover classes were assigned
to an existing forest type map (42). The CropScape Cropland Data Layer (CDL
2015, https://nassgeodata.gmu.edu/CropScape/) was used to distinguish nonforage
grass crops from other grasses. For afforestation, we selected grass cropland
with a minimum soil water-holding capacity of 150 mm and minimum pre-
cipitation of 500 mm that can support trees (43).

Afforestation Cobenefits. Modeled irrigation demand of grass seed crops
under future climate conditions was previously conducted with hydrology
and agricultural models, where ET is a function of climate, crop type, crop
growth state, and soil-holding capacity (20) (Table S7). The simulations
produced total land area, ET, and irrigation demand for each cover type.
Current grass seed crop irrigation in the Willamette Valley is 413 billion m3·y−1

for 238,679 ha and is projected to be 412 and 405 billion m3 in 2050 and 2100
(20) (Table S7). We used annual output from the simulations to estimate irrigation
demand per unit area of grass seed crops (1.73, 1.75, and 1.84 million m3·ha−1 in
2015, 2050, and 2100, respectively), and applied it to the mapped irrigated crop
area that met conditions necessary to support forests (Table S7).

LCA. Decomposition of wood through the product cycle was computed using
an LCA (8, 10). Carbon emissions to the atmosphere from harvest were cal-
culated annually over the time frame of the analysis (2001–2015). The net
carbon emissions equal NECB plus total harvest minus wood lost during
manufacturing and wood decomposed over time from product use. Wood
industry fossil fuel emissions were computed for harvest, transportation, and
manufacturing processes. Carbon credit was calculated for wood product
storage, substitution, and internal mill recycling of wood losses for bioenergy.

Products were divided into sawtimber, pulpwood, and wood and paper
products using published coefficients (44). Long-term and short-term prod-
ucts were assumed to decay at 2% and 10% per year, respectively (45). For
product substitution, we focused on manufacturing for long-term structures
(building life span >30 y). Because it is not clear when product substitution
started in the Pacific Northwest, we evaluated it starting in 1970 since use of
concrete and steel for housing was uncommon before 1965. The displacement
value for product substitution was assumed to be 2.1 Mg fossil C/Mg C wood
use in long-term structures (46), and although it likely fluctuates over time, we
assumed it was constant. We accounted for losses in product substitution as-
sociated with building replacement (33) using a loss rate of 2% per year (33),
but ignored leakage related to fossil C use by other sectors, which may result
in more substitution benefit than will actually occur.

The general assumption for modern buildings, including cross-laminate
timber, is they will outlive their usefulness and be replaced in about 30 y (7).
By 2035, ∼75% of buildings in the United States will be replaced or renovated,
based on new construction, demolition, and renovation trends, resulting in
threefold as many buildings as there are now [2005 baseline (31, 32)]. The loss of
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the PSS is therefore PSS multiplied by the proportion of buildings lost per year
(2% per year).

To compare the NECB equivalence to emissions, we calculated forest sector
and energy sector emissions separately. Energy sector emissions [“in-boundary”
state-quantified emissions by the Oregon Global Warming Commission (14)]
include those from transportation, residential and commercial buildings, industry,
and agriculture. The forest sector emissions are cradle-to-grave annual carbon
emissions from harvest and product emissions, transportation, and utility fuels
(Table S3). Forest sector utility fuels were subtracted from energy sector emissions
to avoid double counting.

Uncertainty Estimates. For the observation-based analysis, Monte Carlo sim-
ulations were used to conduct an uncertainty analysis with the mean and SDs
for NPP and Rh calculated using several approaches (36) (SI Materials and
Methods). Uncertainty in NECB was calculated as the combined uncertainty of
NEP, fire emissions (10%), harvest emissions (7%), and land cover estimates

(10%) using the propagation of error approach. Uncertainty in CLM4.5 model
simulations and LCA were quantified by combining the uncertainty in the
observations used to evaluate the model, the uncertainty in input datasets
(e.g., remote sensing), and the uncertainty in the LCA coefficients (41).

Model input data for physiological parameters and model evaluation data
on stocks and fluxes are available online (37).
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Abstract

Forest carbon sequestration via forest preservation can be a viable climate change mitigation strategy.  

Here we identify forests in the western conterminous United States with high potential carbon 

sequestration and low vulnerability to future drought and fire, as simulated using the Community 

Land Model and two high-carbon emission scenario (RCP 8.5) climate models.  High-productivity, 

low-vulnerability forests have the potential to sequester up to 5,450 TgCO2 equivalent (1,485 Tg C) 

by 2099, which is up to 20% of the global mitigation potential previously identified for all temperate 

and boreal forests, or up to ~6 years of current regional fossil fuel emissions.  Additionally, these 

forests currently have high above- and belowground carbon density, high tree species richness, and a 

high proportion of critical habitat for endangered vertebrate species, indicating a strong potential to 

support biodiversity into the future and promote ecosystem resilience to climate change.  We stress 

that some forest lands have low carbon sequestration potential but high biodiversity, underscoring the 

need to consider multiple criteria when designing a land preservation portfolio. Our work 

demonstrates how process models and ecological criteria can be used to prioritize landscape 

preservation for mitigating greenhouse gas emissions and preserving biodiversity in a rapidly 

changing climate.

Keywords: carbon sequestration, biodiversity, process modeling, climate change, forest, mitigation, 

western US, Community Land Model (CLM)
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Introduction

Since the signing of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change in Rio de Janeiro 

in 1992, the United Nations has recognized the need to formulate a global response to increasing 

greenhouse gas concentrations in our atmosphere.  The subsequent adoptions of the Sustainable 

Development Goals (United Nations General Assembly 2015) and the Paris Agreement (United 

Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCC) 2015) provided global targets for 

preserving biodiversity and limiting the negative effects of increasing greenhouse gas concentrations.  

Limiting global temperature to 1.5 degrees Celsius above the pre-industrial average would limit 

negative climate impacts (IPCC 2018), including negative effects on biodiversity (Smith et al. 2018).  

Unfortunately, substantial enhancement or over-delivery of emissions goals in the Paris Agreement is 

necessary to limit warming to less than two degrees Celsius (Rogelj et al. 2016).  Missing this target 

could destabilize Earth’s climate, terrestrial, and aquatic systems (Steffen et al. 2018) with 

catastrophic consequences for biodiversity (Davis et al. 2018), ecosystem services, and humans 

(Barnosky et al. 2012).  Already, ample observational evidence exists that changes in climate are 

inducing ecosystem transformations through tree mortality (Allen et al. 2010, Millar and Stephenson 

2015) and changes in species composition (Allen and Breshears 1998, Millar and Stephenson 2015).  

Process-based (Settele et al. 2014, McDowell et al. 2016) and statistical (Rehfeldt et al. 2006, 

Williams et al. 2007, Pearson et al. 2013) models indicate a strong potential for continued ecological 

transformation, and paleological analyses indicate that if we continue on our current emission 

trajectory, drastic changes in global ecosystem structure and function are likely by the end of this 

century (Nolan et al. 2018a).

Along with emissions, multiple biogeophysical processes, including carbon uptake by the land 

and oceans and ocean heat exchange (Solomon et al. 2009), influence atmospheric CO2 (Canadell et 

al. 2007, Le Quere et al. 2018) and the integrated Earth system trajectory (Barnosky et al. 2012, 

Steffen et al. 2018).  Recent measurements indicate the ocean heat uptake is at the high end of 

previous estimates (Resplandy et al. 2018), and decreasing land carbon uptake relative to carbon 

emissions (Canadell et al. 2007) is contributing to increasing atmospheric CO2 and chances of climate 

destabilization (Barnosky et al. 2012, Steffen et al. 2018).  Land preservation and timber harvest 
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management (natural climate solutions) are viable options for avoiding greenhouse gas emissions and 

increasing the magnitude of the land carbon sink (Griscom et al. 2017). 

 Forest management (e.g., land preservation, reduced harvest) can contribute to climate change 

mitigation and the preservation of biodiversity (MEA 2005).  Globally, improvements to land 

management could provide an estimated 37% of the mitigation needed to stabilize warming below 

2°C by 2039 (Griscom et al. 2017).  Land management can also mitigate the negative effects that 

climate-induced ecosystem transformations have on biodiversity and watersheds, which influence 

ecosystem services that contribute to human well-being (Canadell and Raupach 2008, Griscom et al. 

2017).  The effects of land use change vary globally (Bright et al. 2017), therefore regional analyses 

(Cameron et al. 2017, Law et al. 2018) are ideal for prioritizing lands for preservation and improving 

harvest management. 

Here we simulate potential forest carbon sequestration in the western United States, prioritize 

forest lands for preservation (i.e., no harvest) based on potential carbon sequestration and 

vulnerability to drought or fire, and compare this carbon priority ranking with measures of 

biodiversity to illustrate the spatial synergies and incongruities between these two preservation 

metrics.  We use the Community Land Model 4.5 (CLM) to simulate future forest productivity and 

vulnerability to drought and fire. We prioritize land based on the spatial convergence of low future 

vulnerability to natural disturbance and three levels of potential productivity and determine the CO2 

mitigation potential that preserving medium and high priority forests could provide.  We show the co-

benefits and trade-offs to biodiversity preservation and ecosystem resilience by comparing current 

observations of above ground carbon (Wilson et al. 2013), soil carbon (Weider et al. 2014), and 

species richness (Jenkins et al. 2015, USGS National Gap Analysis Program 2018) across the three 

forest carbon preservation priority categories.  We use these combined analyses to underscore the 

need to consider multiple criteria when selecting forest lands for preservation. 

Materials and Methods

Simulations of future forest vulnerability and potential carbon sequestration

We used the Community Land Model, version 4.5 (Oleson et al. 2013) (CLM) to simulate the forest 

carbon cycle across the western US (Appendix S1: Figure S1) at a 4 x 4 km spatial resolution.  The A
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CLM is the land surface model within the Community Earth System Model (Hurrell et al. 2013).  The 

CLM has prognostic carbon and nitrogen cycles and calculates multiple biogeochemical and 

biophysical process, such as photosynthesis, autotrophic and heterotrophic respiration, carbon 

allocation to plant tissues, decomposition, and surface energy balance.  It also has a fire module that 

predicts area burned under future climate and biomass fuel conditions. Here, we used climate 

projections, described below, prescribed vegetation type (Appendix S1: Figure S1), and prescribed 

soil type to drive the model.  We employed several modifications that improved the CLM's simulation 

of aboveground carbon, net primary productivity, and ecosystem respiration across the western US 

(Buotte et al. 2019b). In particular, these include specification of physiological parameters controlling 

photosynthesis for the dominant species in the major forest types (Appendix S1: Figure S1) of the 

western US (Berner and Law 2016, Law et al. 2018, Buotte et al. 2019b), enhanced drought 

sensitivity through species-specific stomatal response to soil moisture and leaf shedding during 

periods of drought stress (Buotte et al. 2019b), and improved fire simulation by incorporating regional 

ignition probabilities and fuel load constraints (Buotte et al. 2019b). 

The CLM was started from bare ground and run with 1901-1920 climate data and prognostic 

fire turned off until soil carbon pools reached equilibrium.  Improvements to the representation of 

drought stress and prognostic fire were implemented beginning in 1901.  From 1901-1978 we forced 

CLM with CRUNCEP climate data (Mitchell and Jones 2005) statistically downscaled to 4 x 4 km 

and bias corrected to our 1979-2014 climate data.  Climate data from 1979-2014 were disaggregated 

from daily to 3-hourly intervals at 4 x 4 km resolution (Abatzoglou 2013). Downscaling and 

disaggregation details are provided in Buotte et al.(2019b).  Furthermore, we used prescribed harvest 

to insure the model represented present-day stand ages (Pan et al. 2011).

It is crucial to assess model performance and thus we previously evaluated the modeled 

present-day carbon stocks, carbon fluxes, and burned area through comparisons with a suite of field 

and satellite observations (Buotte et al. 2019a, Buotte et al. 2019b). In particular, we compared 

modeled carbon stocks and fluxes with aboveground biomass interpolated from plot inventories 

(Wilson et al. 2013), carbon fluxes from five AmeriFlux sites, fluxes derived from plot inventories in 

Washington, Oregon, and CA (Hudiburg et al. 2009, Hudiburg et al. 2011), net primary productivity 

estimated from the MODIS satellites (Berner et al. 2017a). We also compared modeled burned area A
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with a burned area data set derived from the Landsat satellites (Eldenshenk et al. 2007). As detailed in 

Buotte et al. (2019b), simulated carbon fluxes agreed well with a variety of observations.  Simulated 

net primary productivity was within the range of observed and satellite-derived net primary 

productivity at the state level. Across all forests in the western US, simulated aboveground carbon 

was within one standard deviation of observation-based aboveground carbon (Obs. mean = 30.5 Mg 

C/ha, SD = 39.7 Mg C/ha, CLM mean = 59.1 Mg C/ha, SD = 45.5 Mg C/h, R2 = 0.80).  When 

grouped by forest type, simulated aboveground carbon was highly correlated with observations with a 

tendency towards higher simulated values (R2=0.84, mean bias error = 4%). Over the forested 

domain, simulated area burned was highly correlated with observed area burned (R2=0.75), with a 

28.6% overestimate when compared with observations from the Monitoring Trends in Burn Severity 

(MTBS) database over 1984-2012 (Eldenshenk et al. 2007).  However, Whittier and Gray (2016) 

determined that MTBS underestimates burn area by 20% when compared with inventory data, which 

implies CLM overestimates may be as low as 8%. These assessments illustrate that the model is 

accurately simulating important aspects of the current regional forest carbon cycle.   

Our future CLM simulations were driven with two future climate projections.  We used a 

Representative Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 carbon dioxide emissions scenario for our future 

simulations because it best represents our current trajectory (Peters et al. 2013).  We chose general 

circulation models (GCMs) based on data availability, representation of historical climate, and 

coverage of the range of projected future climate (Buotte et al. 2019b).  We selected IPSL-CM5A-

MR, which projects warm and dry future conditions, and MIROC5, which is close to the multi-model 

average for future temperature and precipitation across the western US (Buotte et al. 2019b).  Climate 

projections for 2015-2099 were downscaled, bias-corrected to the 1979-2014 climate observation data 

(Abatzoglou 2013), and disaggregated to 3-hourly timescale.  Downscaling and disaggregation details 

are provided in Buotte et al. (2019b).

The number of years with low annual allocation to stem growth and/or annual net primary 

productivity of 0 were used to determine forest vulnerability to drought stress (Buotte et al. 2019b).  

For each decade, we defined low vulnerability in grid cells with 0 years of NPP = 0 and low allocation 

to growth, medium vulnerability in grid cells with one year with NPP = 0 and/or 1-3 years with low 

allocation to growth, and high vulnerability in grid cells with more than one year with NPP = 0 and/or A
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more than three years with no allocation to growth (Buotte et al. 2019b).  Grid cells were ranked with 

low, medium, or high vulnerability for both IPSL_CM5A-MR and MIROC5 forced simulations.  For 

every grid cell, we calculated vulnerability to fire based on the increase in simulated area burned in 

the future compared with the past, weighted by the simulated area burned in the past (Buotte et al. 

2019b).  Final drought and fire vulnerability rankings included uncertainty due to climate projections 

by incorporating the drought and fire vulnerability ranking from simulations using each of the two 

climate projections, such that:

1. Uncertain = one GCM simulation ranked as low and one simulation ranked as high

2. Low = both GCMs low

3. Med‐Low = one low and one medium

4. Medium = both GCMs medium

5. Med‐High = one medium and one high

6. High = both GCMs high 

Further details on vulnerability calculation and assessment relative to observed mortality are provided 

in Buotte et al. (2019b). 

We determined potential carbon sequestration (Keith et al. 2009a) by running CLM with no 

prescribed harvest beyond 2014 and summing net ecosystem productivity (NEP) from 2020-2099, 

thereby allowing forest type, soil properties, climate, and CO2 concentrations to determine 

productivity.  We pooled cumulative NEP across all grid cells and defined three categories of 

potential carbon sequestration based on the highest third (>1.12e5 gCm-2), middle third, and lowest 

third (<3.27e4 gCm-2) of the distribution. We then ranked forested areas to identify low, medium, and 

high carbon preservation priority based on the spatial coincidence of low future vulnerability to 

drought and fire and potential carbon sequestration (Appendix S1: Figure S2).  Forests with low 

vulnerability to future drought and fire and the highest potential carbon sequestration were ranked as 

high priority for preservation as carbon preserves; low vulnerability and medium carbon sequestration 

potential were ranked as medium priority; all other combinations were ranked as low priority. 

Hereafter we refer to forest priority for preservation as carbon preserves as "carbon priority".

Tree mortality from bark beetles
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Tree mortality from bark beetle attack is an important disturbance in western US forests, but not 

currently incorporated into CLM.  We therefore addressed the potential for future beetle mortality by 

assessing recent historical beetle mortality (Berner et al. 2017b) and existing future projections of 

climate suitability for beetle outbreaks (Bentz et al. 2010, Buotte et al. 2017) across our three forest 

carbon priority rankings.

Above- and below-ground carbon stocks

We assessed observation-based estimates of carbon stocks (i.e. not our simulated carbon stocks) 

across forests in each carbon priority ranking.  We used the Regridded Harmonized World Soil 

Database V1.2 (Weider et al. 2014) for below-ground carbon stocks, and a gridded dataset of above-

ground carbon stocks based on field measurements and remote sensing (Wilson et al. 2013). 

Species richness and critical habitat

We examined several aspects of biodiversity across forests with low, medium, and high carbon 

preservation priority.  We acquired published tree species richness maps for the US (Jenkins et al. 

2015), species habitat maps for terrestrial vertebrates (amphibians, reptiles, birds, and mammals) from 

the US Geological Survey Gap Analysis Program(USGS National Gap Analysis Program 2018), and 

species habitat maps identifying critical habitat by the US Fish & Wildlife Service (US Fish & 

Wildlife Service 2018). Each map was resampled to the 4 x 4 km CLM grid.  We computed terrestrial 

vertebrate species richness by taxa and across taxa for each grid cell. We also identified whether a 

terrestrial vertebrate species was listed as threatened or endangered (T&E) by the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service and then re-assessed species richness for this subset of species. Lastly, we 

summarized these aspects of species richness and critical habitat by forest carbon priority rank.          

Results

High-priority forest distribution and contribution to emissions mitigation

The high carbon priority forests are primarily along the Pacific coast and the Cascade Mountains, with 

scattered occurrences in the northern Rocky Mountains of Idaho and Montana (Figure 1).  Forests 

with medium carbon priority are more widely scattered throughout the western US (Figure 1).  

High carbon priority forests cover 132,016 km2 or 10.3% of the forested domain and have the 

potential to sequester 4,815—5,450 TgCO2e (1,312—1,485 TgC) in aboveground carbon between A
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2020-2099 (Figure 1, Table 1, Appendix S1: Table S1).  Medium carbon priority forests cover 9.5% 

of the forested domain and could sequester 1,842-2,136 TgCO2e (502-582 TgC).  Low carbon 

priority forests cover 80.2% of the forested domain and could sequester 12,789-16,533 TGCO2e 

(3,485 – 4,505 TgC) by 2099.  However, because the low carbon priority forests have higher future 

vulnerability, their carbon sequestration potential is less certain. 

Co-benefits of preserving high carbon priority forests

The forests we identified with the greatest potential to sequester carbon during this century provide 

multiple ecological co-benefits. Recent tree mortality from bark beetle attack was the lowest in these 

high carbon priority forests (Appendix S1: Figure S3).  These forests have the highest average 

present-day soil carbon stocks (14% higher than medium and 65% higher than low carbon priority) 

and aboveground carbon stocks (41% higher than medium and 248% higher than low carbon priority; 

Figure 2), and also currently support the highest tree species richness (Figure 3).  Furthermore, high 

carbon priority forests contain the highest proportional area of terrestrial vertebrate habitat for species 

listed as threatened or endangered by the US Fish & Wildlife Service (Figure 4), as well as the highest 

proportion of habitat designated as critical for threatened or endangered species survival (Figure 4).  

There is less distinction in terrestrial vertebrate species richness by carbon priority rank, though high 

carbon priority forests tend to have higher amphibian and lower reptilian richness than forests with 

medium or low carbon priority ranks (Appendix S1: Figure S4).  It is important to highlight that the 

spatial distribution of species richness (Appendix S1: Figure S5) indicates some areas of 

exceptionally high species richness (e.g. the Klamath region in southern Oregon and northern 

California) have a low carbon priority ranking due to medium to high future vulnerability, particularly 

to fire, or low forest productivity.  Summaries of species richness and habitat area by state are 

provided in Appendix S1: Figs. S6 and S7.

Discussion

Hotter and drier conditions are expected to increase future tree mortality from drought (Allen 

et al. 2010, McDowell et al. 2016) and fire (Spracklen et al. 2009, Pechony and Shindell 2010) in 

parts of the western US, thus preserving forests with the lowest vulnerability to future disturbance is A
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one intuitive component of a land preservation strategy.  Forest preservation offers a cost-effective 

strategy to avoid and mitigate CO2 emissions by increasing the magnitude of the terrestrial carbon 

sink in trees and soil, preserve biodiversity, and sustain additional ecosystem services (Griscom et al. 

2017).  We show considerable potential for forests in the western US to sequester additional carbon 

over the coming century and demonstrate that protecting high carbon priority areas could help 

preserve components of biodiversity. However, we also find high biodiversity in some areas with low 

future carbon sequestration potential due to slow growth or high vulnerability to fire. We therefore 

suggest that developing area-based retention targets (Maron et al. 2018) for both carbon and 

biodiversity metrics, along with the consideration of land ownership (Krankina et al. 2014), would 

allow the development of a portfolio of preserves to meet these criteria.

Preserving high carbon priority forests avoids future CO2 emissions from harvesting and 

mitigates existing emissions through carbon sequestration.  Regional fossil fuel emissions averaged 

~260 Tg C / yr from 2003-2012 according to the US Energy Information Administration (2015).  

Preserving the high carbon priority forests in the western US would account for approximately six 

years of regional fossil fuel emissions, or 18-20% of the global mitigation potential of natural forest 

management solutions Griscom et al. (2017) identified for the combination of temperate and boreal 

forests by 2099.  This would increase to almost 8 years of regional emissions, or 27-32% of temperate 

and boreal forest mitigation potential, if preservation was expanded to include medium carbon priority 

forests.  Carbon dioxide emissions from soils in degraded forests account for roughly 11% of global 

net emissions (Houghton and Nassikas 2017).  As the high carbon priority forests have the highest 

soil carbon, preserving these forests avoids additional CO2 emissions from the soil as surface litter 

and root material decay after harvest.   

We found that high carbon priority forests in the western US exhibit features of older, intact 

forests with high structural diversity (Keith et al. 2009b, Krankina et al. 2014), including carbon 

density and tree species richness.  Forest resilience and adaptive capacity increase with increasing 

plant species richness (Morin et al. 2018, Watson et al. 2018), suggesting that preserving the high 

carbon priority forests would provide an added buffer against potential ecosystem transformation to 

future climate change.  
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Intact forests are particularly important for watershed protection by regulating soil 

permeability, overland flow, and erosion (DellaSala et al. 2011, Creed et al. 2016, Moomaw et al. 

2019).   Across the US, National Forests are the largest source of drinking water (Furniss et al. 2010).  

In the Pacific Northwest, conversion of old-growth forests to plantations reduced summer stream flow 

by an average of 50% (Perry and Jones 2017).  Preserving intact forests would provide the greatest 

benefit to watershed protection and clean water supply (DellaSala et al. 2011).  Unfortunately, the 

area of forest interior (defined as forest area per land area) is declining faster than the total area of 

forest in the US (Riitters and Wickham 2012).  Remaining primary and intact forests need to be 

identified and incorporated in land management policies.

Recent studies have found positive relationships between carbon density and biodiversity 

across multiple biomes (Brandt et al. 2014, Lecina-Diaz et al. 2018), but also weak relationships at the 

stand scale (Sabatini et al. 2019).   We show that preserving forests in the western US with high 

productivity and low vulnerability to future fire and drought can aid in the maintenance of vertebrate 

biodiversity, as these forests contain the highest proportion of critical habitat for threatened and 

endangered species.  Because extinction rates are expected to increase with projected climate change 

(Segan et al. 2016), preserving critical habitat is an important consideration for maintaining 

biodiversity.  Our analysis also shows that benefits to biodiversity depend in part on the biodiversity 

metric.  For example, we found amphibian richness was the highest in forests we identified with high 

carbon priority, likely because these forests occur most often in the moist maritime climate suitable to 

amphibians. On the other hand, these wet, high carbon priority forests tend to have lower reptile 

diversity than low carbon priority forests, such as those in the Southwest where reptile diversity was 

highest.  We show that spatial overlap in measures of biodiversity and potential carbon sequestration 

occurs such that land management policies can optimize both priorities.  However, we also 

demonstrate that areas of high biodiversity are found in medium to low carbon priority forests. 

Therefore, sound land preservation strategies need to include multiple priority metrics (Brandt et al. 

2014).  

Indeed, preservation of carbon-dense, primary (Mackey et al. 2015) and intact forests (Watson 

et al. 2018) is a critical but insufficient criterion for maintaining biodiversity.  Secondary forests can 

support high biodiversity (Donato et al. 2009, Gilroy et al. 2014), as well as different species A
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assemblages compared with primary forests (Ferreira et al. 2018).  There are regions identified as 

globally significant centers of biodiversity (Olson et al. 2012) (e.g. the Klamath-Siskiyou region in 

SW Oregon) that we identified with medium to high future vulnerability due to fire.  Therefore, when 

protecting biodiversity is a high conservation priority, disturbance-prone forests will need to be 

included in area-based targets (Maron et al. 2018).  Regional assessments (Dass et al. 2018) that 

simulate vegetation transformation on multi-decadal timescales are needed to elucidate the effect of 

future disturbance regimes on plant community composition in order to assess potential future 

biodiversity and determine preservation priority rankings of disturbance prone forests. 

Because secondary forests also arise from a legacy of human intervention, conservation of 

managed landscapes will be an important component of policies to maintain biodiversity and enhance 

climate mitigation (Kremen and Merenlender 2018).  Regional analyses have shown that lengthening 

harvest cycles can substantially improve carbon sequestration (Law et al. 2018) and biodiversity 

(Gilroy et al. 2014) and therefore provide pathways for additional climate mitigation (Griscom et al. 

2017). Historical stand structure analysis indicates young trees may have played an important role in 

buffering against particular types of disturbance (Baker and Williams 2015).  However, because 

young trees can be more vulnerable to drought stress than mature trees (Irvine et al. 2002), 

assessments of future climate vulnerability of young forests will be a critical factor when evaluating 

harvest strategies (Nolan et al. 2018b).  Regional dynamic vegetation simulations with explicit 

treatment of forest regeneration are necessary to assess the effects of land management scenarios and 

develop strategies for managed lands.  

Assessing the potential for future forest carbon sequestration has inherent uncertainties 

concerning realized future climate, forest growth, and sources of forest mortality.  We address 

uncertainties in future climate by using two climate scenarios that span a wide range of variability in 

temperature and precipitation (Buotte et al. 2019b), though we acknowledge that future climate 

remains uncertain due to the trajectory of carbon emissions, climate sensitivity to these emissions, and 

climate feedbacks (Collins et al. 2014, Schuur et al. 2015). Furthermore, simulated forest growth 

depends on how the model was parameterized (White et al. 2000).  Here we used parameterizations 

developed specifically for forest types in the western US (Hudiburg et al. 2013, Law et al. 2018, 

Buotte et al. 2019b), which improved model agreement with historical observations as compared with A
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more general forest type parameterizations (Buotte et al. 2019b).  In response to increasing CO2 

concentration, trees may increase their water use efficiency (Keenan et al. 2013, Schimel et al. 2015), 

however, this response may depend on nutrient availability (Oren et al. 2001, Norby et al. 2010).  The 

CLM incorporates nitrogen limitation (Oleson et al. 2013), which allows the CLM to accurately 

simulate recent changes in NPP observed under increasing CO2 concentrations (Smith et al. 2016).  

Mountain pine beetles (Dendroctonus ponderosae) were responsible for the majority of tree 

mortality from beetles in the recent past (Meddens et al. 2012). Previous analysis (Buotte et al. 2019b) 

indicates our drought metric identifies forests vulnerable to beetle attack due to the presence of 

drought-stressed trees (Boone et al. 2011), increasing our confidence in our vulnerability metric's 

ability to capture this important disturbance agent.  Importantly, future projections of beetle 

population dynamics (Bentz et al. 2010) do not indicate increasing beetle populations in areas we 

define with high carbon priority.  Climate suitability for tree mortality from mountain pine beetles is 

projected to increase in some high-elevation whitebark pine forests (Buotte et al. 2017), which we 

ranked with low carbon priority due to lower carbon sequestration potential, or medium to high 

vulnerability to future drought or fire.  Predictive models of beetle population dynamics for multiple 

beetle species, that include host tree status when appropriate, would increase our ability to incorporate 

specific spatial representation of future forest vulnerability to beetle attack.  We simulated future fire, 

but the model does not capture the potential for anomalous mega-fires. Therefore, our estimates of 

future carbon sequestration potential in the absence of large-scale mortality events are likely to be 

robust.  

Preservation of high carbon density Pacific Northwest forests that are also economically 

valuable for timber production will have costs and benefits to consider, including socioenvironmental 

benefits, the feasibility of preservation, and opportunity costs harvest. There is tremendous potential 

for proforestation, growing existing forests intact to their ecological potential, which is an effective, 

immediate, and low-cost approach to removing carbon dioxide from the atmosphere (Moomaw et al. 

2019).  Proforestation serves the greatest public good by maximizing co-benefits such as biological 

carbon sequestration and unparalleled ecosystem services including biodiversity enhancement, water 

and air quality, flood and erosion control, and low impact recreation. The development of governance 
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programs to promote forest preservation will be critical. Our study is a first step at identifying areas 

with the highest potential for natural co-benefits and proforestation.

Conclusions

If we are to avert our current trajectory towards massive global change, we need to make land 

stewardship a higher societal priority (Chan et al. 2016).  Preserving temperate forests in the western 

US that have medium to high potential carbon sequestration and low future climate vulnerability 

could account for approximately eight years of regional fossil fuel emissions, or 27-32% of the global 

mitigation potential previously identified for temperate and boreal forests, while also promoting 

ecosystem resilience and the maintenance of biodiversity. Biodiversity metrics also need to be 

included when selecting preserves to ensure species-rich habitats that result from frequent disturbance 

regimes are not overlooked. The future impacts of climate change, and related pressures as human 

population exponentially expands, make it essential to evaluate conservation and management options 

on multi-decadal timescales, with the shared goals of mitigating committed CO2 emissions, reducing 

future emissions, and preserving plant and animal diversity to limit ecosystem transformation and 

permanent losses of species.
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Data Availability

Simulated carbon fluxes are available from the Oak Ridge National Laboratory Distributed Active 

Archive Center (ORNL DAAC) at: https://doi.org/10.3334/ORNLDAAC/1662
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Table 1. Area, percent of forested domain, and carbon sequestration potential during 2020-2099 

(calculated as the sum of annual net ecosystem production, with business-as-usual harvest amounts) in 

each priority category.

Priority Ranking Area 

(km2)

% of 

Forested 

Domain

Carbon sequestration 

potential during 2020-

2099 in TgC and 

(TgCO2e)

Carbon sequestration 

potential during 2020-

2099 in TgC/km2

High 132,016 10.3 4,815-5,450 

(1,312 – 1,485 TgC)

0.036 – 0.041

Medium 120,800 9.5 1,842-2,136 

(502 – 582 TgC)

0.015 – 0.018

Low 1,023,872 80.2 12,789-16,533 

(3,485 – 4,505 TgC)

0.012 – 0.016
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Figure Legends

Figure 1. Forested land in the western conterminous US classified into priority for preservation to 

mitigate climate change based on the spatial co-occurrence of low vulnerability to drought and fire 

and low, medium, and high potential carbon sequestration.  

Figure 2. Conterminous western US forests ranked with the highest priority for preservation for 

carbon sequestration also have the highest current soil and aboveground carbon stocks.  Carbon stocks 

from gridded measurements interpolated from observations (see Methods).  

Figure 3. Conterminous western US forests ranked with the highest priority for preservation for 

carbon sequestration also have the highest present-day tree species richness 

(BioDiversityMapping.org richness data).

Figure 4. Fraction of forest in each carbon priority ranking with (a) habitat of terrestrial vertebrate 

species listed as threatened or endangered by the US Fish and Wildlife Service, and (b) habitat of all 

threatened and endangered species designated as critical for that species survival. 
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Summary If forests are to be used in CO2 mitigation pro-
jects, it is essential to understand and quantify the impacts
of disturbance on net ecosystem productivity (NEP; i.e., the
change in ecosystem carbon (C) storage with time). We exam-
ined the influence of live tree and coarse woody debris (CWD)
on NEP during secondary succession based on data collected
along a 500-year chronosequence on the Wind River Ranger
District, Washington. We developed a simple statistical model
of live and dead wood accumulation and decomposition to pre-
dict changes in the woody component of NEP, which we call
NEPw. The transition from negative to positive NEPw, for a se-
ries of scenarios in which none to all wood was left after distur-
bance, occurred between 0 and 57 years after disturbance. The
timing of this transition decreased as live-tree growth rates in-
creased, and increased as CWD left after disturbance in-
creased. Maximum and minimum NEPw for all scenarios were
3.9 and –14.1 Mg C ha–1 year–1, respectively. Maximum live
and total wood C stores of 319 and 393 Mg C ha–1, respectively,
were reached approximately 200 years after disturbance. De-
composition rates (k) of CWD ranged between 0.013 and 0.043
year–1 for individual stands. Regenerating stands took 41 years
to attain a mean live wood mass equivalent to the mean mass of
CWD left behind after logging, 40 years to equal the mean
CWD mass in 500-year-old forest, and more than 150 years to
equal the mean total live and dead wood in an old-growth stand.
At a rotation age of 80 years, regenerating stands stored ap-
proximately half the wood C of the remaining nearby
old-growth forests (predominant age 500 years), indicating
that conversion of old-growth forests to younger managed for-
ests results in a significant net release of C to the atmosphere.

Keywords: biomass accumulation, carbon sequestration,
coarse woody debris, CWD, disturbance, negative to positive,
NEP, succession.

Introduction

As atmospheric CO2 concentrations increase and concern over
greenhouse-gas-related climate change deepens, forests are
being considered as a means to remove and store accumulating

atmospheric carbon (C) (Iverson et al. 1993, Marland 2000).
Opinion on this strategy (Schlamadinger and Marland 1998,
Schulze et al. 2000) and the role of CO2 in current global tem-
perature trends (e.g., Hensen et al. 2000) has varied. Climate-
related forest migration and response lags (Davis 1986), as
well as potential direct and indirect climate effects on forest
growth and decomposition (Rogers et al. 1993, Körner 1996),
further point toward uncertainties in the future C storage ca-
pacity of forests.

If forests are to be used to manipulate atmospheric CO2 con-
centration, there is a need to consider these systems in terms of
net ecosystem productivity (NEP) in addition to net primary
productivity (NPP). This is because forests simultaneously se-
quester C through growth and lose C through decomposition
and heterotrophic respiration. Net ecosystem productivity,
which accounts for these competing processes, can thus be de-
fined as the rate of change in ecosystem C storage over time
(Aber and Melillo 1991), or:

NEP = dC/dt. (1)

When NEP is negative, the ecosystem is a CO2 source rela-
tive to the atmosphere. When NEP is positive, the system is a
CO2 sink. The NEP status of a stand thus varies over time de-
pending on which process dominates.

Stand NEP status also depends on mass and decomposition
rate of coarse woody debris (CWD) and mass and net C uptake
rate of live trees. Many stand development models have fo-
cused on simple logistic growth and decomposition functions
because interpretations are biologically meaningful. Models
of this type include smooth logistic growth (Odum 1969),
shifting mosaic (Bormann and Likens 1979), dampened oscil-
lation (Peet 1981) and related patterns of live tree biomass ac-
cumulation. In general, these models predict that live biomass
increases rapidly following stand initiation, peaks or plateaus
during stand maturation, and finally stabilizes or declines in
late-successional phases. For the CWD component, chrono-
sequence studies in wave-regenerated Abies balsamea (L.)
Mill. (Lang 1985), Pinus contorta Dougl. ex Loud (Romme
1982) and Pseudotsuga menziesii (Mirb.) Franco forests
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(Spies et al. 1988) have reported U-shaped temporal patterns
in the mass of the CWD pool. These patterns result from grad-
ual decomposition of high CWD loads usually generated by
disturbance (Howard 1981, Harmon et al. 1996a) and gradual
regeneration of these stores as the replacement stand matures.
Interaction of these U-shaped dynamics of CWD stores and
the pattern of live-tree biomass accumulation (e.g., Whittaker
and Woodwell 1969, Pare and Bergeron 1995, Johnson et al.
2000, Wirth et al. 2002) imply four phases of NEP during sec-
ondary succession: (1) a period of disturbance, such as fire or
logging, that reduces living woody biomass and adds detritus
from harvested or burned trees to the pre-harvest detrital load
of the stand; (2) a period dominated by C loss (negative NEP)
associated with decomposition of dead wood existing prior to
disturbance and added by the disturbance; (3) a period domi-
nated by C uptake as stand regeneration sequesters C as live
wood (NEP switches from negative to positive); and (4) a
gradual decrease of uptake to balance between C gain and C
loss as the stand ages (NEP approaches zero). Based on pub-
lished parameters (Grier and Logan 1977, Harmon et al. 1986)
and simple exponential models of these dynamics, a negative
NEP phase of approximately 20–30 years is predicted follow-
ing conversion of Pacific Northwest, old-growth conifer forest
to secondary forest by clear-cutting.

Although Pacific Northwest forest soils store an estimated
35% of the total system C (Smithwick et al. 2002), this C is re-
leased slowly relative to the time scale of forest disturbance
and succession (Johnson and Curtis 2001). Thus, because a
large fraction of non-soil forest C is stored in live boles and
CWD (Smithwick et al. 2002), these components may largely
govern forest C fluxes even though other C pools relevant to
NEP exist in forest ecosystems. This paper thus examined C
gains and losses from tree boles and CWD, referred to here as
NEPw. These C stores, together with the successional dynam-
ics, suggest four questions: (1) How do live wood C stores
change during succession? (2) How do CWD C stores change
during succession? (3) Does interaction of biomass accumula-
tion and CWD decomposition result in negative NEPw follow-
ing clear-cutting, and if so, for how long? (4) Can these dy-
namics be used to place extreme positive and negative limits
on NEPw? To answer these questions, we developed a simple
statistical model pairing functions of live wood accumulation
and CWD decomposition dynamics. We parameterized the
model by measuring live tree boles and CWD along a chrono-
sequence of 36 forest stands. Chronosequences suffer from
substitution of space for time (e.g., Grier 1978, Harmon and
Sexton 1996), sensitivity to the fate of CWD pools during har-
vest, and other liabilities. When mass-based, however, these
methods may offer advantages over the currently favored
method of eddy covariance for investigating NEP (e.g.,
Moncrieff et al. 1997, Constantin et al. 1999). This is because
eddy covariance stand choice criteria are not required, actual
masses of live and CWD C pools can be compared, CWD
stores taken off-site can be estimated, and estimation of C pool
mass before, during, and after harvest allows prediction of
NEP and C accumulation throughout succession.

Study region

Data were collected from forest stands within the USDA For-
est Service Wind River Ranger District, about 20 km from the
Columbia River Gorge in southwest Washington State. Be-
cause this study was part of an integrated project already in
progress at the T.T. Munger Research Natural Area, stand se-
lection was confined to a region approximately 10 × 10 km,
centered on the Research Natural Area (45°49′ N, 121°58′ W).
Elevation ranges between about 335 and 1200 m. Soils are
classified as well-drained Stabler series Andic Haplumbrept
(Franklin et al. 1972) derived from recent volcanic tephra
(Franklin and DeBell 1988). The district lies in the Cascade
Mountains rain-on-snow zone. Winters are temperate and wet;
summers are warm and dry. Mean precipitation recorded at the
Wind River Ranger Station (1936–1972) is 250 cm year–1

(Franklin and DeBell 1988), with less than 10% falling be-
tween June and September (Franklin and DeBell 1988). Mean
annual temperature at the Research Natural Area is 8.7 °C
(Wind River Canopy Crane data). Based on ring counts from
stumps and tree cores collected inside or adjacent to the Re-
search Natural Area, these forests originated about 500 years
ago (DeBell and Franklin 1987). This age class is common
over large regions of the Central Cascades in Oregon and
Washington and is attributed to vast stand-destroying fires that
swept across the Central Cascades during a climatically dry
period around 1490 (Franklin and Waring 1979). Vegetation of
the study region is dominated by P. menziesii–Tsuga hetero-
phylla (Raf.) Sarg. forest. The Research Natural Area vegeta-
tion is transitional between T. heterophylla and Abies amabilis
Dougl. ex Forbes zones (Franklin and Dyrness 1973). Other
evergreen tree species include A. amabilis, Abies grandis
(Dougl. ex D. Don) Lindl., Abies procera Rehd., Thuja plicata
Donn ex D. Don, Taxus brevifolia Nutt. and Pinus monticola
Dougl. ex D. Don. Deciduous tree species are present in many
stands as minor components and include Cornus nuttallii Au-
dubon, Acer macrophyllum Pursh and Alnus rubra Bong.
Shrub species include Berberis nervosa Pursh, Gaultheria
shallon Pursh, Acer circinatum Pursh, Ceanothus sp.,
Vaccinium parvifolium Smith and Vaccinium membranaceum
Dougl. ex Hook.

Methods

Stand selection

This study is observational with no true replication. Stands are
defined as forested sites used as harvest units by the U.S. For-
est Service (USFS). Stands ranged in age from 5 to 400–
600 years and formed three general groups: (1) clear-cut, re-
generating stands aged 5–50 years post-harvest; (2) 75–
150-year-old stands regenerating from commercial harvest or
stand-destroying wildfire; and (3) 400–600-year-old old-
growth stands. Groupings are artifacts of available stand ages
or methodological needs (described below) and are used only
for ease of discussion.

Candidate stands were derived from district maps compiled
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from harvest date GIS layers (Gifford Pinchot Vegetation Da-
tabase, Rev. 1.1). The second phase of stand selection was
based on six selection criteria. (1) Age: Candidate stands were
grouped into decadal age classes (1940–1949, 1950–1959,
etc.) with stand age based on harvest date. At least three stands
were selected from each decade to produce the chrono-
sequence. (2) Aspect: To represent the range of site productiv-
ity, one stand each of northerly, southerly and flat (valley
floor) aspect were selected in each decade. (3) Elevation: Se-
lected stands lie roughly between 760 and 360 m (the valley
floor). The upper elevation limit was selected to avoid the tran-
sition zone from Pseudotsuga-dominated forest to Abies sp.--
dominated forest. (4) Size: Preference was given to stands
large enough to contain a 200-m transect and 100-m edge buff-
ers (at least 400 m per side). Stand dimensions were estimated
from scaled USFS orthophotos. (5) Stand canopy homogene-
ity: USFS orthophotos of candidate stands were examined for
interior swamps, experimental plantings and other features in-
terfering with plot placement. (6) Old-growth/second-growth
stand pairing: An effort was made to select second-growth
stands adjacent to or near old-growth stands. This was done
because minimum merchantable-log diameter (Hanzlik et al.
1917, Hodgson 1930, Conway 1982), stump height (Gibbons
1918, Pool 1950, Conway 1982) and total non-merchantable
mass of CWD (slash) have changed over time (Harmon et al.
1996a, 1996b). Old-growth stands may thus provide an esti-
mate of pre-clear-cut CWD mass in adjacent regenerating
stands.

After initial selection, other Group 1 stands were added to
produce a final chronosequence with age gaps no larger than
5 years for the first 50 years of stand development (1945–
1993). Three more stands were then added between harvest
dates 1960 and 1970 because an initial analysis predicted that
NEPw switched from negative to positive in this age range. The
upper age limit (1945 harvest) for Group 1 stands was chosen
because full-scale clear-cutting began in the district around
1940. The lower age limit (1993 harvest) was determined by
available stand ages. Age classes at 70, 110 and 150 years
post-disturbance (Group 2) were added to examine whether
live biomass curves of developing stands followed growth tra-
jectories implied by old-growth biomass and to partially fill
the +400-year gap between Group 1 and old-growth (Group 3)
stands. Final totals were 18, nine and nine stands in Groups 1,
2 and 3, respectively. Old-growth stands represented remain-
ing tracts of 400–600-year-old forest in the district.

Transect design

All stands were sampled for live trees and CWD based on plots
along a transect. Transect bearings generally followed the long
axis of each stand but varied with stand shape and area. With
the exception of one two-plot transect, each transect consisted
of three concentric circular plots with 50– 100 m between plot
centers. To reduce edge effects (Chen and Franklin 1992,
Mesquita et al. 1999), outer plot radii were located at least
50–100 m from stand boundaries. Plot number, plot-to-plot
distances and buffer widths varied with stand area, shape or
composition. Locations of Plots 2 and 3 were determined by

bearing and distance from Plot 1. Plots straddling old roads,
seasonal drainages and thinning boundaries were moved. Two
concentric sample zones of radii 12.6 and 17.8 m surrounded
each point, providing sample areas equal to 0.05 ha for live
trees and 0.1 ha for CWD biomass. Plot radii were measured
by calibrated Sonin® and meter tape.

Live trees

At each plot, all live trees with DBH (diameter breast height)
≥ 5 cm were tagged at breast height with pre-numbered alumi-
num tags. Breast height was defined as 1.4 m above the soil
surface on the upslope side of the trunk. Trees near plot perim-
eters were tagged if more than half of the tree bole was inside
the plot. The DBH was measured to the nearest 0.1 cm just
above the aluminum tag with commercial metric D-tapes. The
DBH was then converted directly to bole wood mass and bark
mass using species-specific BIOPAK allometric regression
equations (Means et al. 1994) based on both regional (Central
Cascades) and specific forests.

For all species, C of live tree bole and bark was assumed to
be 50% of bole and bark mass (Swift et al. 1979). Calculated
masses were slope adjusted at the plot level by a correction
factor (cf):

cf = 1/(cos (atan(slope/100))), (2)

where slope is in degrees. Corrected live tree mass is reported
as the product of uncorrected mass and the correction factor.
For this study, vine maple (Acer circinatum) was defined as a
shrub.

Coarse woody detritus

Three principle forms of aboveground CWD were sampled:
logs, stumps and snags. Logs were defined as downed tree
boles at least 1 m in length and 10 cm in diameter at the largest
end. Only sections of logs inside plots were measured. Stumps
were defined as standing cut tree boles at least 10 cm in diame-
ter. Snags were defined as standing, uncut, dead trees at least
10 cm in DBH. Stumps and snags near plot perimeters were
counted if more than half of the bole was inside the plot. Each
log, stump and snag was assigned a decay class rank from 1
(least decayed) to 5 (most decayed) (Sollins 1982). When bark
and growth character permitted identification, each log, stump
and snag was identified to species. The CWD mass of an un-
known species or genus was calculated based on P. menziesii
densities. Logs, stumps and snags entering the CWD pool
from the regenerating stand through mortality and thinning
(hereafter referred to as de novo CWD) were separated from
pre- and post-clear-cutting material inherited from old-growth
stands. Inherited material measured in 1998 is hereafter re-
ferred to as legacy CWD.

Log center and end diameters were measured by caliper to
the nearest 1 cm. Log lengths were measured to the nearest
0.1 m by tape measure or calibrated Sonin®. Stump diameter
was measured just below the cut by caliper to the nearest 1 cm.
Stump height was measured to the nearest 0.1 m with a meter
stick. Snag basal diameter and accessible top diameters were
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directly measured to the nearest 1 cm by caliper. Snag heights
≤ 3 m were measured directly to the nearest 0.1 m. For snags
> 3 m in height, top diameters and heights were estimated vi-
sually by calibrating against a known height or diameter at the
base of the snag (Harmon and Sexton 1996). Logs and stumps
were assumed to have bark. Log volumes were calculated by
Newton’s method. Stump volume was calculated by estimat-
ing DBH from measured stump height and diameter, estimat-
ing basal diameter from DBH, and then calculating volume
from DBH and basal diameter (Harmon and Sexton 1996).
Stump hollow volumes were calculated as above and sub-
tracted from the total. Snag volumes were calculated as
frustums of cones based on height and diameters. Legacy
CWD C mass was calculated as the product of volume and
density, adjusted by decomposition class (Graham and Cro-
mack 1982, Sollins et al. 1987, Harmon and Sexton 1996) and
assuming 50% C content. Legacy CWD volume was then used
to calculate the initial CWD mass, defined as:

Initial CWD mass = legacy CWD volume

0.45 Mg m–3× ,
(3)

where density (0.45 Mg m–3) is green wood density of each
species (e.g., Anonymous 1999). This approximates the mass
of CWD loads left immediately after clear-cutting because di-
mensions of CWD are largely preserved until decay Class 4
(Means et al. 1985). Regression lines were fit through the set
of initial CWD masses to test for a time bias in amounts of re-
sidual slash left by changing harvest practices (Harmon et al.
1996b). Slope correction of CWD mass was as for live trees.

Model

A Chapman-Richards function (Equation 3) was fit to data de-
scribing biomass accumulation in tree boles following stand
initiation (Richards 1959) as:

L L k t r
t max e L L= −( ) ,–1 (4)

where L t is live tree biomass at time t, Lmax is maximum
(asymptotic) live tree biomass, kL is an empirically derived
growth constant and rL is a shaping parameter. Mean live tree
parameters (Lmax, kL, rL) were estimated by nonlinear regres-
sion (PROC NLIN, SAS statistical software package, Version
7, SAS Institute, Cary, NC) to the set of 36 mean stand-level
live tree mass (Mg ha–1) estimates calculated with Equation 4.
Confidence limits were calculated as ± 2 SEs from the mean.
For model fitting, old-growth stands were assigned an age of
500 years.

Mass loss from legacy CWD was modeled by a negative ex-
ponential function (Kira and Shidei 1967):

D D k t
t e D= 0( ),

where Dt is legacy CWD mass at time t after clear-cutting, D0

is mean legacy CWD mass on site, and kD is an empirically
derived decomposition constant. Legacy CWD parameters

(D0, kD) were estimated by nonlinear regression to Equation 5
based on the set of mean legacy CWD masses (Mg ha–1) from
Group 1 stands. To examine variation in CWD decomposition
rates among individual Group 1 stands, k-values for each stand
were calculated as:

k = –ln(legacy CWD mass / initial CWD mass)

time
, (6)

where legacy and initial CWD are as defined above and time is
number of years since clear-cutting.

Accumulating de novo CWD mass was also modeled by a
Chapman-Richards function. De novo parameters (Nmax, kN,
rN) were estimated by nonlinear regression to Equation 4
based on de novo CWD masses from Groups 1 and 2 and cur-
rent CWD loads from Group 3. All parameters for live trees,
mortality and CWD were allowed to vary without bound under
the Marquadt algorithm in the SAS statistical software pack-
age, Version 7. Total CWD mass was calculated as:

TDt t t= +D N , (7)

where Nt is de novo CWD, Dt is legacy CWD and TDt is total
CWD stores.

Woody component of NEP

The NEPw was calculated as the sum of live and CWD stores:

NEP TD TDW t t t t= + = − + −+ +∆ ∆L D L L( ) ( ),1 1 (8)

and is presented as mean, upper extreme and lower extreme for
four scenarios. In Scenario 1, all on-site CWD is assumed to
be removed by clear-cutting (CWD mass = 0) and off-site de-
composition is ignored. Although this scenario is unrealistic, it
sets an extreme upper limit on positive NEPw. Scenario 2 com-
bines the range of initial CWD loads in Group 1 stands with
live bole mass accumulation. It reflects the pattern of NEPw

following clear-cutting of old-growth forest but neglects
off-site stores. Scenario 3 is a variation on Scenario 2, pairing
live bole mass accumulation with CWD loads measured in
old-growth stands. This scenario was included because the
range of CWD loads in old-growth stands, although relatively
unaffected by logging, may differ from the range of CWD
loads in second-growth stands. Finally, in Scenario 4, all trees
in an old-growth stand were assumed to be killed by fire and
allowed to undergo in situ decomposition. Paired with C accu-
mulation during stand regeneration, this scenario sets an ex-
treme negative limit on NEPw. Mean NEPw curves were
generated by inserting growth and decomposition parameters
(Lmax, D0, N0, k-values) generated by nonlinear regression (Ta-
ble 1) into Equation 8. Upper and lower boundaries around
each mean curve represent extremes of live and CWD
data—e.g., maximum CWD mass + maximum old-growth live
biomass, and minimum CWD mass + minimum old-growth
live biomass, where the range of CWD mass varies by sce-
nario. Decomposition rate (kD), growth rate (kL), and live tree
shaping parameter (rL) were held constant for all curves. De
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novo CWD parameters were the same in all scenarios because
CWD accumulations was modeled as converging on mean
old-growth CWD stores.

Results

Live tree stores ranged from 184.5 to 451.5 Mg C ha–1 (mean ±
SE: 315.4 ± 30.8 Mg C ha–1) across the nine old-growth
stands. Live tree mass was low in stands for the first 10 years
of succession then increased rapidly until age 75–85 years
(Figure 1). Beyond this age, growth declined slowly and con-
verged on an asymptotic maximum mass (319 ± 16.40 Mg C
ha–1, F = 183.68, P < 0.0001). The fitted growth parameter
(kL) was 0.017 ± 0.005 year–1, indicating that maximum live
tree stores were reached in approximately 200 years. The fitted
shaping parameter (rL) was 2.09 ± 0.72.

Mean initial CWD mass in Group 1 stands was 76 ± 7.4 Mg
C ha–1 (range: 42–119 Mg C ha–1, n = 19) and not significantly
different from mean CWD mass in old-growth stands in 1998
(mean: 74 ± 12.7 Mg C ha–1, range: 32–160 Mg C ha–1, n = 9)

(t = –0.13, P = 0.89). A small negative trend (i.e., time bias
from harvest practices) among reconstructed initial CWD
loads of Group 1 stands (Figure 2) was not significant either by
linear (time = –1.03 ± 0.88, t = –1.16, P = 0.26) or quadratic
(time = –0.02 ± 0.02, t = –1.04, P = 0.312) regression of mass
against time. The fitted Group 1 legacy CWD C storage (D0)
was 55 ± 9.58 Mg C ha–1 (F = 81.11, P < 0.000) (Figure 2).

Legacy CWD C stores declined with increasing stand age
across Group 1 with a fitted mean decomposition rate (kd) of
0.010 ± 0.006 year–1 (n = 18) (see Figure 3 for distribution of
mean CWD across all stands). This was lower than the calcu-
lated mean decomposition rate of individual stands of
0.025 year–1 (range: 0.013–0.043 year–1) and other reported
values for P. menziesii in the region of about 0.03 year–1

(Sollins 1982, J.E. Janisch et al., unpublished data). Because
of this, the NEPw was based on mean decomposition rate of in-
dividual stands. Mean fitted asymptotic de novo mass (N0), ac-
cumulation rate (kN) and shaping parameter (rN) were 74 ±
6.65 Mg C ha–1 (F = 50.73, P < 0.001), 0.025 ± 0.013 year–1

and 11.13 ± 14.31, respectively (Figure 4). Regression of
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Table 1. Parameters used to fit NEPw curves. In each case, curves are calculated as mean live C stores + mean legacy CWD C stores + mean de
novo C stores, upper live C stores + upper CWD C stores + mean de novo C stores, and lower live C stores + lower legacy CWD C stores + mean de
novo C stores. Data, collected from the Wind River Ranger District, Washington, were fit with a Chapman-Richards function and simple exponen-
tial decomposition model (y = De–kt), where D is initial CWD mass, k is an empirically derived decomposition constant (Equation 6) and t is time
since disturbance, and all parameters were allowed to vary.

Parameter Growth Decomposition De novo

Scenario 1–41 Scenario 12 Scenario 23 Scenario 34 Scenario 45 Scenario 1–41

Mean
Lmax 319
kL –0.017
r L 2.09
D0 0 76 74 393.5
kd –0.025 –0.025 –0.025
Nmax 74.3
kN –0.025
r N 11.13

Upper limit
Lmax 451.5
kL –0.017
r L 2.09
D0 0 118.5 160.5 612
kd –0.025 –0.025 –0.025

Lower limit
Lmax 184.5
kL –0.017
r L 2.09
D0 0 42 32 216.5
kd –0.025 –0.025 –0.025

1 The range of current old-growth live tree C stores. The same in all cases.
2 All legacy CWD removed by logging. Live tree and de novo C stores accumulate.
3 The range of calculated initial CWD C stores.
4 The range of current old-growth CWD C stores.
5 All live trees killed by catastrophic fire and moved into on-site CWD stores. Limits are high killed live + high CWD and low killed live + low

CWD C stores.
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old-growth live tree mass against old-growth CWD mass sug-
gests a weak but not significant positive correlation between
increasing live tree mass and increasing CWD mass (+0.19 ±
0.14 Mg C ha–1 CWD per 1 Mg C ha–1 live tree mass, n = 9, t =
1.41, P = 0.200).

Given these results, at a rotation age of 80 years, a regener-
ating stand would store 172 Mg C ha–1 live wood (mean) and
28 Mg C ha–1 CWD (mean, including de novo CWD). This is
193 Mg C ha–1 below old-growth rates (L0 + mean old-growth
CWD). Given a rotation age of 60 years, a regenerating stand
would store a mean of 125 Mg C ha–1 in live wood and 21 Mg
C ha–1 CWD. This amounts to a reduction of 247 Mg C ha–1

relative to old-growth stands, consistent with past modeled
conversions of old-growth forests to regenerating forests (Har-
mon et al. 1990). Maximum C stores (live + dead) of 393 Mg C
ha–1 were reached about 200 years after disturbance.

The transition from negative to positive NEPw depended
strongly on growth rate and decomposition rate as well as the
fate of CWD and harvested wood. In Scenario 1, where all
CWD was assumed to be removed, stands functioned as net
sinks of atmopheric CO2 from Year 0 (Figure 5). In Scenario 2
(Figure 6), where CWD loads are reorganized by clear-cutting,
stands functioned as CO2 sources for 12–14 years. Given the
range of CWD masses in old-growth stands (Scenario 3, Fig-
ure 7), it took 10–20 years for stands to become CO2 sinks.
When an old-growth stand was assumed to be killed by fire
and decomposed in situ (Scenario 4), the transition took 50–
56 years (Figure 8). The NEPw ranged from a negative extreme
of –14.1 Mg C ha–1 year–1 in Scenario 4 to a positive extreme
of 3.9 Mg C ha–1 year–1 in Scenario 1.
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Figure 1. Live tree bole C stores along
a 500-year chronosequence of 36
Pseudotsuga–Tsuga dominated forest
stands. The x-axis is years since distur-
bance, or age of the stand. The y-axis
is live bole C stores in each stand. Data
were fit using a Chapman-Richards
function where all parameters were al-
lowed to vary. Data were collected
from the Wind River Ranger District,
Washington.

Figure 2. Change in estimated initial
CWD C stores (stands < 60 years old;
Group 1) using a simple exponential
decomposition model (y = De–kt). The
weak time bias indicated in mass of
CWD C left on-site after clear-cutting
was not statistically significant. The
x-axis is years since disturbance, or
age of the stand. The y-axis is esti-
mated initial CWD C stores in each
stand. Data were obtained from
Pseudotsuga–Tsuga dominated sec-
ond-growth stands in the Wind River
Ranger District, Washington.
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Discussion

Regional live wood and CWD

Mean live bole C stores in old-growth stands (319 Mg C ha–1)
were consistent with estimates from the Wind River Research
Natural Area (302 Mg C ha–1, M.E. Harmon, unpublished
data), the H.J. Andrews Experimental Forest (295– 585 Mg C
ha–1, Grier and Logan 1977), and the regional mean of 296 Mg
C ha–1 (Smithwick et al. 2001), but higher than values for
other regional coniferous forests (158 Mg C ha–1 (Tsuga mert-
ensiana, 225 years, Boone et al. 1988), 222.5 Mg C ha–1

(A. amabilis, 180 years, Grier et al. 1981) and 234 Mg C ha–1

(A. amabilis–T. mertensiana, 417 years, Krumlik and Kim-
mins 1976)). Our estimates of CWD C stores are generally at

the lower end of the range reported for Oregon P. menziesii-
dominated forests (127 Mg C ha–1, Means et al. 1992; 29.5–
325.8 Mg C ha–1, Grier and Logan 1977; 95.5 Mg C ha–1, M.E.
Harmon, unpublished data) and coastal British Columbia
T. plicata-dominated old-growth forests (182 Mg C ha–1, Kee-
nan et al. 1993). Compared with second-growth stands, old-
growth live and CWD stores were more variable, consistent
with the idea that, as stand age increases, there is more time for
stochastic variation to be expressed (Eberhart and Woodard
1987, Sturtevant et al. 1997). Alternatively, variable regenera-
tion times relative to the initiating disturbance could push
old-growth stands apart in time (Tappeiner et al. 1997), lead-
ing to increased variation between such stands when treated as
the same age class. Some of the increased variation with forest
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Figure 3. Total CWD C stores along a
500-year chronosequence of 36
Pseudotsuga–Tsuga dominated forest
stands. Curve represents the sum of
two separate functions: decline in leg-
acy CWD C stores after clearcutting
due to decomposition (y = De–kt) and
accumulation of de novo CWD follow-
ing stand regeneration (Chapman-
Richards function). The x-axis is years
since disturbance (t), or age of the
stand. The y-axis is CWD C stores in
each stand. Data were collected from
the Wind River Ranger District, Wash-
ington.

Figure 4. Change in de novo CWD C
stores along a 500-year chrono-
sequence of Pseudotsuga–Tsuga domi-
nated stands in the Wind River Ranger
District, Washington. Data was fit us-
ing a Chapman-Richards function.
Mean old-growth CWD C mass was
used as an asymptotic mass in the
model. The x-axis is years since distur-
bance, or age of the stand. The y-axis
is mean CWD C stores in each stand.
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age may have been related to the small plot area used to sample
old-growth stands.

Initial CWD mass

Lack of significant time bias in initial CWD was unexpected
given changes in utilization and residual slash management re-
ported elsewhere (Harmon et al. 1996b). This suggests that
differences in initial CWD masses may be a function of old-
growth CWD masses and site variables controlling production
and decomposition. The weak positive correlation between in-
creasing live tree mass and increasing CWD mass may reflect
this pattern, suggesting that more studies are warranted.

Lack of a significant difference between initial Group 1
CWD loads and old-growth CWD mass does not, however,
mean that CWD was unaffected by disturbance. Initial CWD
mass in harvested stands, for example, included stumps, and
by excluding them, mean Group 1 CWD stores declined to
57 Mg C ha–1 relative to old-growth CWD stores of 74.4 Mg C

ha–1. This indicates a rapid period of loss of CWD from the
site. A second effect of harvest is indicated by the narrower
range of initial CWD mass in Group 1 stands relative to the
range of 1998 old-growth CWD (37–99 Mg C ha–1 for
Group 1 versus 67–281 Mg C ha–1 for old growth). This sug-
gests that clear-cutting both reduces initial CWD loads relative
to old-growth stands and reduces variability in CWD loads be-
tween harvested stands.

Live biomass accumulation

Although studies of aggrading live tree biomass appear to sup-
port some models of stand development (Siren 1955, Zack-
risson et al. 1996), because we did not sample 200–400-year
and +400-year age classes, it is unclear which hypothesis (e.g.,
smooth logistic growth, shifting mosaic, etc.) applies to this
region. Other chronosequence data in the Pacific Northwest
suggests a decline in live tree biomass beyond Age 400 years
(T.A. Spies, U.S. Forest Service, personal communication),
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Figure 5. Predicted NEPw dynamics
over time (on site) during secondary
succession. This scenario (Scenario 1)
shows live tree biomass accumulation
(stand regeneration), assuming that all
CWD C stores are removed by logging
and/or burning. Curves represent
changes in NEPw based on mean
growth rate derived from a Chapman-
Richards function and mean asymp-
totic live tree mass ± 2 SE. Predicted
NEPw values are based on data from a
chronosequence of Pseudotsuga–
Tsuga dominated stands in the Wind
River Ranger District, Washington.

Figure 6. Predicted NEPw dynamics
over time (on site) during secondary
succession when legacy CWD C stores
were paired with live bole regeneration
(Scenario 2). The solid curve describes
NEPw over succession based on mean
legacy CWD C mass and mean asymp-
totic live bole mass. Dashed curves de-
scribe pairings of extremes of the
ranges of live and CWD C stores. To-
tals include de novo CWD, but not
stores removed from the site by clear-
cutting. Predicted NEPw values are
based on data from a chronosequence
of Pseudotsuga–Tsuga dominated
stands in the Wind River Ranger Dis-
trict, Washington.
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whereas time series data in old-growth forests suggest that
biomass remains relatively constant (Franklin and DeBell
1988). Our data indicate that regrowth biomass approximates
that found in old-growth forests by about 200 years after dis-
turbance. Actual time series data showing biomass saturation
by 150 years (Acker et al. 2000) and little change in old-
growth live tree mass (Bible 2001) suggest that an asymptotic
mass limit characteristic of the Chapman-Richards function is
reasonable. Addition of other age stands and remeasurement
of all stands over the next 10–20 years may help clarify the
biomass accumulation dynamics of Pacific Northwest conifer
forests.

NEP and initial conditions

The influence of initial conditions on NEPw was investigated

through a hierarchical set of four scenarios. In general, NEPw

followed the pattern suggested by Odum (1969)—a negative
phase followed by a positive phase followed by convergence
on zero. When all legacy CWD was assumed to be oxidized or
moved off-site during clear-cutting, there was no negative pe-
riod of NEPw because on-site CWD stores were zero (Sce-
nario 1, Figure 5). In addition to setting an absolute positive
limit on NEPw, this scenario shows how short-term estimates
of NEPw and C accumulation are misleading if stand history is
neglected. For example, given pre-harvest C stores of 300 Mg
ha–1 in live tree boles, approximately 95% is removed by har-
vest and 50% (142 Mg C ha–1) of this is lost to the atmosphere
during the first year (Harmon et al. 1996a). These initial losses
would not be reflected in NEPw were such a stand measured
later in succession. The CO2 debt might be further deepened in
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Figure 7. Predicted NEPw dynamics
over time (on site) during secondary
succession for scenario when decom-
position of old-growth CWD C stores
is paired with live bole regeneration
(Scenario 3). As with Scenario 2 (Fig-
ure 6), the transition from negative to
positive NEPw occurred approximately
14 years after clear-cutting. However,
the curves, which show pairings of
means and extremes of the ranges of
live and CWD old-growth C stores,
show a wider range than Scenario 2,
indicating that CWD stores are homog-
enized by clear-cutting. Carbon stores
removed from the site by clear-cutting
are not included. Predicted NEPw val-
ues are based on data from a chrono-
sequence of Pseudotsuga–Tsuga
dominated stands in the Wind River
Ranger District, Washington.

Figure 8. Predicted NEPw dynamics
over time (on site) during secondary
succession for Scenario 4, in which all
live trees in an old-growth stand are
assumed to be killed by fire and al-
lowed to decompose in situ. When
these stores remained on-site, the tran-
sition from negative to positive NEPw

took approximately 50 years. Curves
were generated by combining simple
exponential decomposition models,
Chapman-Richards functions, and em-
pirically derived parameters. Predicted
NEPw values are based on data from a
500-year chronosequence of Pseudo-
tsuga–Tsuga dominated stands in the
Wind River Ranger District, Washing-
ton.
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this scenario by complete oxidation of CWD stores inherited
from the harvested old-growth stand, implying a negative
NEPw pulse in excess of 200 Mg C ha–1 within the first year af-
ter harvest. Scenario 2 (Figure 6) predicts NEPw during regen-
eration of a clear-cut stand using the range of initial CWD
observed. This scenario had a short negative lag period but is
also unrealistic because wood moved off-site during harvest
and CWD oxidized as burned slash is not counted. Unless this
C is preserved in decomposition-free, long-term storage (and
some was already lost to burning), CO2 flux to the atmosphere
and the negative NEPw phase are underestimated. Scenario 3
(Figure 7), like Scenario 2, predicts NEPw during regeneration
of a clear-cut. Unlike Scenario 2, however, the range of CWD
stores in intact old-growth forest, rather than the range of
CWD stores left by clear-cutting, are used to model NEPw. Be-
cause clear-cutting both reduces (burning, removal of CWD
stores inherited from the harvested stand) and increases (addi-
tion of stumps, unmerchantable boles, and other components
from harvested live trees) stand CWD stores, Scenario 3
avoids some of the changes in this pool confounded by log-
ging. Compared with Scenario 2, the source-to-sink transition
is delayed longer following disturbance, the source-to-sink in-
terval is wider, and the negative NEPw phase is deeper. How-
ever, as with Scenario 2, the negative phase of NEPw is still
underestimated because harvested wood lost during manufac-
turing is not accounted for. Finally, off-site pools are not an is-
sue in Scenario 4 because all stores remained on site. When an
old-growth stand is completely killed by fire, all live wood
stores move immediately into the CWD pool. If these CWD
stores then decompose in situ, the mass and life span of this
CWD load is so great that the negative NEPw phase during sec-
ondary succession is protracted (50–56 years) and deepened
(–14.1 Mg C ha–1 year–1), and the positive NEPw phase is
dampened (peaking at 1.79 Mg C ha–1 year–1) relative to other
scenarios. Although the role of Scenario 4 as an extreme nega-
tive limit on NEPw is obvious, Scenario 4 also clarifies the un-
derlying C flux signal of harvested stands, which has often
been confused by the multiple fates and decomposition rates
of material taken off site. Thus, if off-site C stores decompose
and old-growth forests with high C storage are converted to
short-rotation forests that do not attain C stores equivalent to
those of the forest they replace, there is a net loss of terrestrial
C to the atmosphere (Harmon et al. 1996a, 1996b). Overall,
these results are consistent with modeled predictions of
changes in C storage and 15–30 year negative NEPw phases
following conversion of old forest to younger forest (Harmon
et al. 1990). To avoid the problem of how to treat disturbance
and the fate of C removed from the site, net biome production
(NBP) has been proposed as an extension of NEP (Schulze et
al. 2000). We believe that NEP could also be used in this con-
text, provided that conservation of mass is observed so that ar-
tificial C sinks are not created (e.g., NEP measured in stands is
adjusted for C stores moved off-site).

NEP and carbon storage

The number of years NEPw is negative is largely irrelevant,

however, because there is little relationship between the length
of time that NEPw is negative and the total mass loss from de-
caying CWD. If, for example, slash burning oxidized all CWD
left by logging, NEPw of the regenerating stand would register
as positive immediately after replanting even though > 50 Mg
C ha–1 was released and the mass of the replanted stand was
trivial. Second, because CWD is ultimately oxidized unless it
enters some form of permanent storage, stands should be
treated as CO2 sources at least until regenerating live tree mass
balances the CO2 debt generated by clear-cutting. This point is
critical because if the C fixation rate exceeds the C loss rate,
stands with absolute CO2 debts relative to pre-harvest C stor-
age will register as CO2 sinks during “instantaneous” or
short-term monitoring of NEPw. When NEPw accounting in-
cludes decomposition of all CWD, the source-to-sink transi-
tion changes to 27–57 years (Scenario 2), 38– 165 years
(Scenario 3) and 105–200+ years (Scenario 4) (based on mean
live tree growth versus range of CWD). Further, Scenario 4 up-
per C storage limits are approachable only by accumulating
both de novo CWD C and live bole C. Thus, C flux resulting
from harvest disturbance, as well as C stores in second-growth
stands relative to C stores in old-growth stands that they re-
place, must be included in assessing how forest management
can mitigate increasing atmospheric CO2 concentration. Given
this outlook, conclusions about what constitutes a C sink, such
as forest regrowth in the north temperate zone counterbalanc-
ing C released by tropical deforestation (Jarvis and Dewar
1993, Trans 1993, Gifford 1994), may need to be reassessed
relative to old-growth forest baseline stores.

Improving NEP estimates

Considering whole-tree storage rather than just boles and bark
would improve our NEPw estimates, increasing the maximum
NEPw calculated by approximately one-third. Inclusion of her-
baceous and shrub understory would also increase NEP, but to
a smaller degree given their low maximum biomass. Including
fine woody debris, forest floor litter and subsurface CWD pools
would have reduced NEP during the negative phase by as
much as 4–8 Mg C ha–1 year–1 for all scenarios. Accumula-
tions in forest floor litter might also add to the positive phase
of NEP, whereas the fine subsurface woody detritus pools prob-
ably would not because the mass added by disturbance is much
greater than the old-growth mass of these pools. Neglecting
only soil C would thus provide an estimate at the ecosystem
level, assuming that soil C is as unresponsive to disturbance as
noted by Johnson and Curtis (2001). To reduce potential posi-
tive bias, NEP calculations could also reflect live-tree bole
hollows and heart rot, which can be 8–14% of old-growth
T. heterophylla “live” volume (Foster and Foster 1951). A fur-
ther refinement would be the inclusion of lag-time parameters
in the decomposition model, which could affect how negative
NEP becomes, but not the magnitude of the CO2 debt.

Because growth and decomposition rates strongly influence
the NEPw transition, better confidence intervals and upper and
lower NEPw limits could be estimated by Monte Carlo meth-
ods in which all parameters are allowed to co-vary. A true mor-
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tality function describing mass of trees entering the CWD pool
throughout succession could also be used. However, modeling
mortality as logistic de novo mass accumulation may be a rea-
sonable simplification because high seedling mortality con-
tributes little CWD mass relative to mature tree mortality.

Management implications and conclusions

Publications considering forests as a means of atmospheric
CO2 mitigation have reached contradictory conclusions (Har-
mon et al. 1990, Marland and Marland 1992) depending on
whether calculations consider CWD loads (Harmon et al.
1990, Fischlin 1996), substitution of wood for fossil fuels
(Matthews 1992, 1994), afforestation, or conversion of old-
growth forest to secondary forest (Schlamadinger and Mar-
land 1996). There is also evidence that longer rotations, under-
planting and other silvicultural manipulations of existing
stands do little to improve CO2 mitigation and are less effec-
tive than afforestation (Kuersten and Burschel 1993). The lat-
ter conclusions are supported by the low storage and high
fluxes associated with conversion to short-rotation forests rel-
ative to intact old-growth forest indicated here. Conversely, af-
forestation on a scale to achieve appreciable CO2 mitigation is
limited by available land area (Shroeder and Ladd 1991).
Given these limits, optimizing forest C storage appears to
mean preserving old-growth forests and stopping deforesta-
tion or moving forest products into decomposition-free per-
manent storage.

Mass-based methods of estimating NEP also deserve more
attention, particularly if the results of these methods run con-
trary to flux-based estimates. Although the legitimacy of flux
tower and chamber-based measurement of NEP (e.g., Arneth
et al. 1998, Schmid et al. 2000) are not disputed here, key
events in a stand’s history, such as stand-destroying wildfire,
may rapidly release high percentages of stored stand C. Be-
cause these events may span only days or weeks, a short period
of time relative to potential stand life spans of several centuries
or longer, there is a high probability that short-duration moni-
toring, regardless of method, will miss these rapid changes in
C stores. Thus, estimates of NEPw, and consequently conclu-
sions about C sources, C sinks and C accumulation drawn
from short-term flux measurements, should be interpreted
cautiously.

Finally, descriptions of forest CWD C stores across a range
of forest types have improved (Grier and Logan 1977, Harmon
et al. 1995), but assessment of the sources and fates of these
stores is still needed. Our results indicate that the more CWD
is left on site, the more negative NEPw becomes, the longer be-
fore NEPw switches from negative to positive, and the lower
the maximum NEPw. When off-site and burned CWD stores
are accounted for and C accumulation is summed over time,
logging old-growth Pseudotsuga–Tsuga forests creates a CO2

debt that may persist for more than 150 years, even when old-
growth forests are replaced with vigorously growing second-
ary forest. If stand history is not considered, NEP-based deter-
minations of whether stands function as CO2 sources or sinks
can be misleading. This is because C stores in old-growth

stands may differ vastly from C stores in second-growth stands
that replace them, because woody biomass exported from a
site may not be reflected in NEP, and because substantial frac-
tions of stand C stores may be lost in rapid pulses easily
missed by short-term monitoring.
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Dear Mr. Tu,
 
My original message to you (see below) was rejected by your email server.  I am attempting to
resend the comment letter in a series of smaller emails.  You should receive ten attachments total.
 
Regards,
 
Josh Purtle
Deputy Attorney General
California Department of Justice
Environment Section
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000
Oakland, CA 94612
Tel. (510) 879-0098
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Subject: Comment Letter from the Attorney General of the State of California et al., re: Alaska
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Please find attached a comment letter and nine exhibits regarding the proposed Alaska Roadless
Rule, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019).  This letter is submitted on behalf of the Attorneys General
of the States of California, Washington, Oregon, Illinois, and New York and the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts.  We are also submitting this letter by First Class mail and through the Forest
Service’s online portal.
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Josh Purtle
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Environment Section
1515 Clay Street, Suite 2000
Oakland, CA 94612
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RE: Comments on Alaska Roadless Rule, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) 


 


Dear  Mr. Tu: 


 


 The undersigned Attorneys General of the States of California, Washington, Oregon, 


Illinois, and New York and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (hereinafter, “the States”) 


respectfully submit these comments on the U.S. Forest Service’s October 17, 2019 proposed rule 


to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national Roadless Rule.  Notice of Proposed 


Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) (“Proposed Rule”).  If adopted, the Proposed 


Rule would open up 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected forest land to potential new 


roadbuilding and logging.  The Proposed Rule thus threatens the undersigned States’ interest in 


the Tongass, which provides habitat for vulnerable wildlife species with a nexus to some of the 


undersigned States, as well as an important sink for greenhouse gas emissions that is critical to 


national efforts to mitigate the impacts of climate change.  As discussed further below, the 


Proposed Rule fails to meet governing legal requirements under the Administrative Procedure 


Act (“APA”), National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), and the Endangered Species Act 


(“ESA”).  The Service must correct these legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.  


 


 The Forest Service’s proposal is the latest chapter in a long battle to eliminate the 


Roadless Rule’s important protections for clean water, intact wildlife habitat, and wild places.  


The Roadless Rule, adopted in 2001, protects critical undeveloped forest lands from the 


roadbuilding and logging that have left permanent scars on vast areas of our nation’s public 


lands.  Industry groups and hostile federal administrations have worked tirelessly to gut the 


Roadless Rule from the day it was adopted, and the efforts of several of the undersigned States 


and other stakeholders were critical in fending off those attacks and ensuring that the Roadless 


Rule remains in force nationwide.   


  


 The Tongass National Forest has been at the vanguard of the fight to preserve the 


Roadless Rule since the beginning, as the Rule’s opponents have repeatedly attempted to exempt 


the Tongass from national roadless area protection.  The last attempt to adopt a Tongass 


exemption faltered in the courts.  Just four years ago, the Ninth Circuit held that the Forest 


Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its previous attempt to discard roadless area 
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protections that, in 2001, it had deemed critical to preserving the Tongass’s unique 


environmental values.  See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th 


Cir. 2015). 


 The Forest Service’s Proposed Rule suffers from the same flaw.  The Service now asserts 


that a Tongass exemption is justified because roadless area management in Southeast Alaska is 


controversial, and it is therefore preferable to decide the fate of roadless areas on a case-by-case 


basis.  This reasoning ignores that the Service found the opposite in adopting the 2001 Roadless 


Rule, concluding that national protection for roadless areas was necessary to avoid the cost and 


litigation of case-by-case decisionmaking.  The Service fails to explain why its previous finding 


in the Roadless Rule is no longer valid, and thus fails to satisfy the basic APA requirement that 


an agency rationally explain a change in policy. 


  


 The Proposed Rule and supporting Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“Draft EIS”) 


further fail to comply with NEPA’s requirement that the Service rationally consider and disclose 


all of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Tongass exemption.  In this regard, 


the Forest Service asserts that the Proposed Rule, if adopted, will have no meaningful 


environmental impact because, according to the Service, the Tongass exemption would not 


increase the amount of logging in the National Forest.  The Service, however, does not provide 


any analysis, study, or citation to support this prediction, which forms the foundation of the 


Service’s entire Draft EIS.  In addition to this pervasive flaw, the Draft EIS unlawfully discounts 


the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, including by relying on scientific findings that directly 


contradict findings the Service made just three years ago when it adopted the 2016 Tongass 


National Forest Plan; unlawfully ignores potential impacts to migratory birds; and unlawfully 


defers analysis of certain foreseeable impacts until site-specific projects are proposed.  The 


Service’s environmental analysis is therefore incomplete, unsubstantiated, and unlawful. 


 


 The Service has further unlawfully failed to reinitiate consultation with the National 


Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (“FWS”) regarding the 


Proposed Rule’s possible impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific humpback whales and 


short-tailed albatross.  The Service must engage in such required consultation before moving 


forward with the Proposed Rule. 


 


 To be clear, the Service cannot avoid these legal defects by choosing one of the less 


extreme management alternatives proposed in the Draft EIS.  On the contrary, the Service has 


failed to provide a rational justification and adequate environmental analysis for any of the 


proposed management alternatives, other than the no action alternative that would maintain 


status quo Roadless Rule protection.  The Service must therefore correct the fundamental legal 


flaws identified in these comments or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
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BACKGROUND 


  


I. The Tongass National Forest and the Roadless Rule 


 


 The Tongass National Forest, located in Southeast Alaska’s Alexander Archipelago, is a 


largely untouched remnant of the vast temperate rainforest that once extended along the Pacific 


Coast from Alaska to northern California.  See Final Rule, Roadless Area Conservation, 66 Fed. 


Reg. 3,244, 3,254 (Jan. 12, 2001).  Stretching “roughly 500 miles from Ketchikan to Yakutat,” 


the Tongass features a diverse landscape of boundless forests, sweeping glaciers and towering 


coastal mountains.  Draft EIS at 3-23. 


 As the Forest Service recognizes, the Tongass is “an important national and international 


resource.”  Draft EIS at 3-23.  Its unique ecosystem provides seasonal and permanent habitat to 


many important species, including some with a nexus to California and Washington, such as 


vulnerable humpback whales, green sturgeon, short-tailed albatross, Southern Resident killer 


whales, and salmon.  See Proposed Rulemaking to Revise Critical Habitat for the Southern 


Resident Killer Whale Distinct Population Segment, 84 Fed. Reg. 49,214, 49,217 (Sept. 19, 


2019) (Southern Resident killer whales’ coastal range “extends from the Monterey Bay area in 


California, north to Chatham Straight in southeast Alaska.”).  The Tongass further supports 


migratory birds that spend part of the year in or migrate through some of the undersigned States.  


The Tongass, as the largest National Forest, also has an enormous capacity to absorb and store 


carbon dioxide, and thus is an invaluable carbon sink for purposes of climate change mitigation, 


providing substantial benefits to every state.   


 The Tongass is further important to the millions of people—including 1.2 million people 


in 2016 alone—who have visited the area.  These visitors include residents of the undersigned 


States.  For many of these visitors, “a visit to the Tongass is a[] once-in-a-lifetime experience.”  


Draft EIS at 3-23.  Even people who have not visited value the Tongass and “benefit from 


knowing that [it] is there” and that it will be “left for future generations to inherit.”  Draft EIS at 


3-23.   


 The Tongass’s unique values have been preserved in large part because of the Roadless 


Rule.  First adopted in 2001, the Roadless Rule generally prohibits roadbuilding and logging in 


areas of National Forests designated as “inventoried roadless areas.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,244, 


3,272-73.  When the Service adopted the Roadless Rule, it recognized that roadless areas in 


National Forests provide unique ecological values that warrant special protection.  Specifically, 


“roadless areas provide large, relatively undisturbed blocks of important habitat for a variety of 


terrestrial and aquatic wildlife and plants, including hundreds of threatened, endangered, and 


sensitive species.”  Id. at 3,247.  Preventing roadbuilding and logging in these areas is critical to 


maintaining their environmental values:  “Road construction, reconstruction, and timber 


harvesting activities can result in fragmentation of ecosystems, the introduction of non-native 


invasive species, and other adverse consequences to the health and integrity of inventoried 


roadless areas[.]”  Id.  Habitat fragmentation caused by logging and roadbuilding in particular 


“results in decreased connectivity of wildlife habitat and wildlife movement, isolating some 


species and increasing the risk of local extirpations and extinctions.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,247.  


Road construction can also impact watersheds, including by contributing to stream sedimentation 







 


December 16, 2019  


Page 4 


 


 


 


 


and harmful landslides that can disrupt waterways’ beneficial ecological functions and impair 


public drinking water supplies.  Id. at 3,245-47.  


 The Forest Service chose to promulgate a national Roadless Rule rather than manage 


roadless areas through case-by-case decisionmaking in large part to avoid the cost and 


controversy of local land use management.  Id. at 3,253.  As the Roadless Rule explained, 


“roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in land management planning … 


particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or otherwise develop inventoried 


roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Roadless Rule, “[t]hese disputes are costly in terms of both 


fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities of place and communities of 


interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and lawsuits.”  Id.  The Forest 


Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best means to reduce this 


conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id. 


 Some states, industry groups, and prior federal administrations have repeatedly attempted 


to undo the Roadless Rule since it was adopted.  Several of the undersigned States and other 


stakeholders have resisted these efforts, including through successful litigation opposing 


attempts to repeal the Roadless Rule.  See, e.g., California ex rel. Lockyer v. U.S. Dep’t of 


Agric., 575 F.3d 999 (9th Cir. 2009) (affirming district court order enjoining attempted repeal of 


the national Roadless Rule and reinstating the Rule).  The Tongass in particular has proven to be 


a bellwether in this larger national fight, as opponents to roadless protection have repeatedly 


sought to exempt the Tongass from protection under the national Roadless Rule.  Thus, in 2003, 


the George W. Bush administration adopted a rule carving the Tongass out of the Roadless Rule.  


A coalition of tribal and environmental groups successfully challenged this exemption in the 


District of Alaska, and an en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit affirmed the district court’s decision 


vacating the exemption rule in 2015.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  The 


undersigned States have a continued interest in blocking attempts to carve out Roadless Rule 


exemptions, which threaten to erode the Roadless Rule’s national reach and undermine efforts by 


several of the undersigned States to protect National Forest roadless areas within their borders 


and nationwide. 


II. The Proposed Rule 


 In the Proposed Rule, the Service again proposes to exempt the Tongass from Roadless 


Rule protection.  See 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522.  If adopted, the Proposed Rule would allow new road 


construction and logging on 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected roadless areas.  See id. at 


55,526.  The Service asserts this sweeping policy change is justified because “[t]here is not 


consensus over how to manage the Forest” and management “through the local planning 


processes” is therefore preferable to maintaining its protected status under the national Roadless 


Rule.  Id. at 55,524.  (The Proposed Rule also discusses and rejects several other management 


alternatives, each of which would substantially reduce protections for the Tongass’s roadless 


areas.  See id. at 55,526.)   


 Despite the radical management change the Service proposes, it nevertheless claims in 


the Draft EIS accompanying the Proposed Rule that removing roadless protection from 9.2 


million acres of National Forest land will have no meaningful environmental impact because, 
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according to the Service, the amount of logging in the Forest will not increase, but will instead 


remain at the level the Service calculated in its 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  See, e.g., 84 


Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92.  The Proposed Rule provides no justification for this 


prediction.  As a result, the Draft EIS does not discuss the potential impacts of new logging and 


roadbuilding that would be allowed if the Tongass exemption is adopted.   


STATUTORY BACKGROUND 


 


I. National Environmental Policy Act 


 


NEPA “is our basic national charter for protection of the environment.”  40 C.F.R. 


§ 1500.1(a).  Congress enacted NEPA in 1969 “to create and maintain conditions under which 


man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and other 


requirements of present and future generations of Americans.”  42 U.S.C. § 4331(a).  NEPA has 


two fundamental purposes: (1) to guarantee that agencies take a “hard look” at the consequences 


of their actions before the actions occur by ensuring that “the agency, in reaching its decision, 


will have available, and will carefully consider, detailed information concerning significant 


environmental impacts;” and (2) to ensure that “the relevant information will be made available 


to the larger audience that may also play a role in both the decisionmaking process and the 


implementation of that decision.”  Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 


349-50 (1989). 


 


To achieve these purposes, NEPA requires the preparation of a detailed environmental 


impact statement for any “major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human 


environment.”  42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C).  NEPA’s implementing regulations broadly define such 


actions to include “new or revised agency rules, regulations, plans, policies, or procedures.”  40 


C.F.R. § 1508.18(a).  In preparing environmental impact statements, federal agencies must 


consider all of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of their proposed actions.  Diné 


Citizens Against Ruining Our Env’t v. Bernhardt, 923 F.3d 831, 851 (10th Cir. 2019); 40 C.F.R. 


§§ 1508.7, 1508.8(a)-(b).   


 


II. Administrative Procedure Act 


 


Under the Administrative Procedure Act, courts will set aside an agency action that is 


“arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law.”  5 U.S.C. 


§ 706(2)(A).  An agency action is arbitrary and capricious where the agency: (i) “has relied on 


factors which Congress has not intended it to consider”; (ii) “entirely failed to consider an 


important aspect of the problem”; (iii) “offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter 


to the evidence before the agency”; or (iv) offered an explanation “so implausible that it could 


not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise.”  Motor Vehicle Mfrs. 


Ass’n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983).  When promulgating a rule, “the 


agency must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 


including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’”  Id. (quoting 


Burlington Truck Lines v. United States, 371 U.S. 156, 168 (1962)). 
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 These core principles apply to an agency’s decision to change existing policy.  FCC v. 


Fox Television Stations, Inc., 556 U.S. 502, 513-15 (2009).  While an agency need not show that 


a new rule is “better” than the rule it replaced, it still must demonstrate that the rule “is 


permissible under the statute, that there are good reasons for it, and that the agency believes it to 


be better, which the conscious change of course adequately indicates.”  Id. at 515 (emphasis 


omitted).  Further, an agency must “provide a more detailed justification than what would suffice 


for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new policy rests upon factual findings that 


contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”  Id.  An “[u]nexplained inconsistency” between 


a new rule and its prior version is “a reason for holding an [agency’s] interpretation to be an 


arbitrary and capricious change.”  Nat’l Cable & Telecomms. Ass’n v. Brand X Internet Servs., 


545 U.S. 967, 981 (2005); see also Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 (holding Forest 


Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its decision to exempt the Tongass National 


Forest from the Roadless Rule, where the exemption was based on “a direct, and entirely 


unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings). 


III. The Endangered Species Act 


 The Endangered Species Act requires that every federal agency “insure that any action 


authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency … is not likely to jeopardize the continued 


existence of any endangered species or threatened species” listed pursuant to the Act.  16 U.S.C. 


§ 1536(a)(2).  To that end, agencies must consult with NMFS or FWS—depending on the 


species—to determine whether their actions will harm listed species.  See id.; Karuk Tribe of 


Cal. v. U.S. Forest Serv., 681 F.3d 1006, 1020 (9th Cir. 2012).  “The purpose of consultation is 


to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action is likely to 


jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 


reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”  Karuk 


Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020. 


COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED RULE 


 The Proposed Rule and Draft EIS violate NEPA and the APA by:  


(1) failing to provide a rational explanation for changing the Service’s roadless policy in the 


Tongass;  


(2) failing to justify the Service’s claim that the Proposed Rule will not lead to new logging 


in the Tongass, with accompanying environmental impacts;  


(3) unlawfully discounting the Proposed Rule’s potential climate impacts;  


(4) failing to rationally analyze potential impacts to migratory birds; and  


(5) unlawfully postponing the environmental analysis of certain key impacts.   


 The Service has also unlawfully failed to reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and 


FWS regarding the Proposed Rule’s potential impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific 
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humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  The Service therefore cannot lawfully adopt the 


Proposed Rule without providing additional required justification and environmental analysis 


and engaging in required ESA consultation.  The Service’s other management alternatives, which 


suffer from the same legal flaws, are also unlawful.  The Service must therefore remedy these 


legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   


I. The Proposed Rule Fails to Provide a Rational Explanation for Changing the 


 Service’s Roadless Policy in the Tongass 


 The Proposed Rule is unlawful because it fails to provide a rational explanation for the 


Service’s decision to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and thus radically change its 


policy concerning the Tongass’s 9.2 million acres of roadless areas.  The Proposed Rule thus 


falls short of APA requirements. 


 In this respect, the Proposed Rule repeats the legal error the Forest Service committed the 


last time it attempted to exempt the Tongass from Roadless Rule protection.  As the Ninth 


Circuit explained in the Organized Village of Kake decision, the Forest Service considered and 


rejected a proposed Tongass exemption in 2001, when the Roadless Rule was first adopted.  At 


that time, the Forest Service determined that “wholly exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 


Rule … would risk the loss of important roadless area values, and that roadless values would be 


lost or diminished even by a limited exemption.”  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 


(quotations omitted).  Yet in 2003, when the Forest Service reversed course and promulgated a 


rule exempting the Tongass, it found exactly the opposite, concluding that “the Roadless Rule 


was unnecessary to maintain the roadless values … , and that the roadless values in the Tongass 


are sufficiently protected under the Tongass Forest Plan.”  Id.  (quotation omitted).  The Ninth 


Circuit thus held that the 2003 rule’s conclusions in this regard, which were “a direct, and 


entirely unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings, were inadequate to 


support the Service’s changed policy concerning management of the Tongass.  Id. at 968.  


 The 2019 Proposed Rule once again relies on “findings that contradict those which 


underlay” the 2001 Roadless Rule.  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 967 (quoting FCC v. 


Fox, 556 U.S. at 515).  The Service stated in adopting the Roadless Rule that a national rule was 


preferable to case-by-case decisionmaking at the local level because a national policy would 


avoid the cost and controversy that local land use decisions produce.  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,253.  As 


the Roadless Rule explained, “roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in 


land management planning … particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or 


otherwise develop inventoried roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Forest Service, “[t]hese 


disputes are costly in terms of both fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities 


of place and communities of interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and 


lawsuits”  Id.  The Forest Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best 


means to reduce this conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id.   


 


 The Proposed Rule, however, reaches the exact opposite conclusion, finding that because 


“[t]here is not consensus over how to manage the Forest,” “the circumstances of the Tongass 


National Forest appear to be best managed through the local planning processes,” rather than 


through the national Roadless Rule.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Forest Service, however, fails 
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to explain why its finding in 2001 that such case-by-case decisionmaking will produce lengthy, 


costly, and undesirable disputes is no longer valid.  The Service’s explanation for the Proposed 


Rule thus fails to pass APA muster.  See id. (an agency must “provide a more detailed 


justification than what would suffice for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new 


policy rests upon factual findings that contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”).   


 The Service’s appeal to the controversy over roadless area management and the need for 


local decisionmaking is further inadequate on its face.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 


must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 


rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  The fact 


that roadless protection is controversial does not justify abandoning it, especially in light of the 


Tongass’s important environmental values, which the Service cited in adopting the Roadless 


Rule.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968.  And rather than leave the question of 


roadless area management to local agency planners, the Proposed Rule decides that question for 


the foreseeable future by putting a heavy weight on the scales in favor of new development.  See 


84 Fed. Reg. at 55,526 (Proposed Rule would remove roadless protection from 9.2 million 


acres).  


 The Forest Service’s other reasons for adopting the Proposed Rule also fail.  The 


Proposed Rule states that its “overarching goal … is to reach a long-term, durable approach to 


roadless area management” in the Tongass.  Id. at 55,524.  But that is not what the proposed rule 


does at all.  Rather than settle the controversy around the Tongass’s roadless areas, the Proposed 


Rule reopens an issue that was closed after the Ninth Circuit’s Organized Village of Kake 


decision.  The Proposed Rule, if adopted, will inevitably generate a raft of litigation and appeals, 


which may not be resolved for years.  See, e.g., Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  Further, 


as discussed, the Tongass exemption would radically change management direction in the 


National Forest by allowing new roadbuilding and development projects in the Tongass’s 


roadless areas.  Each of these projects would be subject to lengthy disputes by local stakeholders, 


including litigation.  The Roadless Rule, which the Tongass exemption would abandon, was 


designed to avoid precisely that sort of contentious and piecemeal decisionmaking.  See 66 Fed. 


Reg. at 3,253.  The Forest Service cannot rely on a desire to settle the controversy over the 


Tongass’s roadless areas when it itself proposes to poke the bear. 


 


 The Proposed Rule also asserts that removing Roadless Rule protection “would allow 


local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas,” thus 


potentially improving the Service’s “ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 


needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  This 


statement contradicts the Service’s own representation that timber harvest levels in the Tongass 


would not increase if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  See, e.g., Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92; see State 


Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … 


[that] is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 


agency expertise”).  It is hard to understand how Tongass timber sales can “better meet the needs 


of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies” if the Service is not also expecting to 


sell more timber, and the Service makes no attempt to resolve this apparent contradiction.  84 
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Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Service may not justify the Proposed Rule on the basis of new 


development that it itself asserts will not occur. 


 The Proposed Rule further states that the Forest Service “has given substantial weight” to 


the State of Alaska’s preference for using Tongass forest lands “to emphasize rural economic 


development opportunities.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,523.  While promoting rural development is no 


doubt important, the Service makes no meaningful attempt to evaluate whether the Tongass 


exemption would indeed contribute to rural economies.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 


must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 


rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  This 


lack of analysis starkly contrasts with the Roadless Rule, which examined in detail the economic 


impacts of curbing new timber development in the Tongass’s roadless areas.  See 66 Fed. Reg. at 


3,266-67.   


 


 Indeed, what evidence there is in the record contradicts the Service’s purported 


prioritization of rural economic development opportunities.  As discussed, the Draft EIS states 


that the Tongass exemption will not increase logging sales in the Tongass.  See Draft EIS at 1-7.  


Thus, the record suggests that any boost to the timber industry due to the Tongass exemption 


would have a negligible effect on Southeast Alaska’s economy as a whole.  The Draft EIS 


further indicates that weakening roadless area protections would not increase opportunities for 


mineral exploration or development, either.  Draft EIS at ES-13.  Accordingly, a preference for 


rural economic development does not provide a rational basis for the Proposed Rule.  State Farm, 


463 U.S. at 43. 


 


 To be clear, the Service fails to justify any reduction in Roadless Rule protection, and it 


cannot avoid this legal deficiency merely by choosing a less extreme management alternative.  


The Service must therefore provide a rational justification for weakening roadless protection for 


the Tongass or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   


II. The Forest Service Fails to Provide any Support for its Claim that the Proposed 


 Rule Will Not Increase Logging in the Tongass 


 The Proposed Rule and the Draft EIS further fail to justify the Forest Service’s claim that 


logging levels will not increase if the Tongass exemption—or any of the other management 


alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS—is adopted.  See Native Vill. of Point Hope v. Jewell, 


740 F.3d 489, 499 (9th Cir. 2014) (agency violated NEPA where its claim that a leasing program 


would produce only one billion barrels of oil was not supported by the record).  This claim is the 


key finding supporting the majority of the Draft EIS’s environmental analysis, including its 


conclusions that the rule, or any of the other proposed management alternatives, will not cause 


meaningful impacts to (1) humpback whales and other marine mammals, Draft EIS at 3-92; (2) 


terrestrial mammals, including American marten, wolves, and brown bears, Draft EIS at 3-97 


through 3-99; (3) migratory birds, Draft EIS at 3-101; (4) fish, including several endangered 


species of salmon and endangered green sturgeon, Draft EIS at 3-116 through 3-117; and (5) 


climate change and greenhouse gas emissions, Draft EIS at 3-126.  See Native Vill. of Point 


Hope, 740 F.3d at 504 (agency’s estimate of amount of oil likely to be produced by leasing 


program “informed an assessment of seismic effects, habitat effects, oil production, and … 







 


December 16, 2019  


Page 10 


 


 


 


 


global warming”).  The Draft EIS’s finding that increased roadbuilding in roadless areas will be 


minimal relies on the same claim, “because roads on the Tongass are largely developed in 


support of timber harvesting.”  Draft EIS at 3-144.   


 


 The Forest Service, however, provides no analysis to support its claim that logging will 


not increase if the Tongass loses Roadless Rule protection.  In this regard, the Draft EIS cites the 


Projected Timber Sale Quantity (“PTSQ”) established by the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan, 


under which the Forest Service predicted that the Tongass would sell an average of 46 million 


board feet of timber per year.  Draft EIS at 1-10.  The PTSQ calculated in the 2016 Forest Plan 


assumed, of course, that logging would not occur on the 9.2 million acres of the Tongass that 


were protected by the Roadless Rule.  See Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan, Final 


Environmental Impact Statement ES-7 (June 2016) (“Forest Plan EIS”).  The Proposed Rule 


asserts, without elaboration, that it “does not change the projected timber sale quantity or timber 


demand projections set out in the Tongass Forest Plan.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525.  In the Draft 


EIS, the Service likewise represents that it “considered the current market situation and 


determined that no change to the PTSQ are [sic] needed at this time for purposes of this 


rulemaking.”  Draft EIS at 1-10.  Neither the Proposed Rule nor the Draft EIS provides any 


economic data or further analysis to support this conclusion.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS 


at 1-10.   


 


 To the contrary, the record—including the Forest Service’s own statements—suggests 


that removing roadless protection from some or all of the Tongass will create new sources of 


timber and will therefore increase demand for logging the Tongass’s trees.  For example, in the 


Proposed Rule, the Forest Service asserts that “improved flexibility” in offering timber sales 


without roadless restrictions could “improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 


sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 


Fed. Reg. at 55,524; accord Draft EIS at 1-11.  It is highly unlikely that the Forest Service will 


not sell more timber if it is able to offer more economic timber sales.  See State Farm, 463 U.S. 


at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … [that] is so 


implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency 


expertise”).  Indeed, a recent Forest Service analysis of logging in the Tongass found that, under 


status quo management, “there has been a lack of economic timber volume available for the 


Forest Service to offer across the Tongass National Forest.”  Draft EIS at 3-32.  The Proposed 


Rule will likely address that issue by opening more timber to logging.  Draft EIS at 1-11.  The 


Service’s finding that it will not sell more timber is therefore “counter to the evidence before the 


agency” and unlawful.  Cachil Dehe Band of Wintun Indians of Colusa Indian Cmty. v. Zinke, 


889 F.3d 584, 602 (9th Cir. 2018) (agency cannot offer “an explanation for its decision that runs 


counter to the evidence before the agency”) (quotation omitted).   


 


 Importantly, the PTSQ set by the 2016 Forest Plan does not put a ceiling on timber 


sales—it is only an estimate of how much timber the Tongass expects to sell.  Tongass Land and 


Resource Management Plan, Record of Decision 31 (Dec. 2016) (PTSQ “is also not a ceiling—it 


is an estimate.  It is the annualized average amount of timber expected to be sold over a ten-year 


period ….”).  The so-called “Sustained Yield Limit,” also set by the 2016 Forest Plan, does cap 


total logging, Forest Plan EIS at 2-9, but that limit is set at 248 million board feet, id. at 3-348, 
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many times the amount the Forest Service predicted would be sold before the Service proposed 


to remove roadless protection from the Tongass.  The Sustained Yield Limit therefore does not 


place a meaningful limit on new logging in the Tongass, either. 


  


 The 2016 Forest Plan’s suitable timber designations also do not meaningfully restrain 


additional logging.  Although “timber harvest for the purposes of timber production” is 


apparently not allowed on lands the Service has designated “not suited for timber production,” 


36 C.F.R. § 219.11(d)(1), the Draft EIS itself acknowledges that the Proposed Rule will increase 


the total area of such suitable timber lands by 185,000 acres, Draft EIS at 3-48 through 3-49—an 


area over four times the size of the District of Columbia.  The other action alternatives likewise 


substantially increase the available timber base.  See Draft EIS at 3-46.  The Service is further 


required to revisit its suitable timber designations “at least once every 10 years.”  36 C.F.R. 


§ 219.11(a)(2).  As a result, the Forest Plan’s designations will be up for revision by 2026 at the 


latest, at which time the Service may deem that logging should be allowed on more of the 9.2 


million acres that would be opened for new development under the Proposed Rule.  See also 


Forest Plan EIS at 3-328 (noting that 5.5 million acres of the Tongass “is classified as productive 


forest land; these lands are considered biologically capable of producing industrial wood 


products”). 


 


 The Forest Service must therefore substantiate its claim that logging will not increase on 


the Tongass if the Proposed Rule or any of the Service’s other management alternatives is 


adopted, including by divulging the analysis on which it is basing that conclusion.  See Native 


Vill. of Point Hope, 740 F.3d at 499-505; Nat. Res. Def. Council v. U.S. Forest Serv., 421 F.3d 


797, 812 (9th Cir. 2005) (holding EIS violated NEPA where its calculations of the employment 


effects of an agency proposal were based on a “mistaken interpretation” of an economic study); 


see Ecology Ctr. v. Castaneda, 574 F.3d 652, 667 (9th Cir. 2009) (“NEPA requires that the 


Forest Service disclose the hard data supporting its expert opinions to facilitate the public’s 


ability to challenge agency action.”).  If the Service cannot rationally justify this claim, it must 


analyze and disclose the expected impacts of logging, including on fish, wildlife, water 


resources, and climate, as required by NEPA.  See 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). 


III. The Draft EIS Inadequately Analyzes and Unlawfully Discounts the Proposed 


 Rule’s  Potential Climate Impacts  


 


 The Draft EIS further unlawfully discounts the Proposed Rule’s potential climate 


impacts, including by discarding sub silentio the Service’s earlier conclusions that logging in the 


Tongass can cause significant greenhouse gas emissions.  As discussed, the Tongass National 


Forest is a critical sink for greenhouse gas emissions.  The Draft EIS explains: 


The Tongass stores more forest carbon than any other national forest in the United 


States … , due to its very large size and high density carbon.  As such, an 


important ecosystem service sustained by this forest is carbon uptake and storage 


(i.e., the removal of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storage of it in live 


or dead biomass as well as organic soil matter).  This makes the Tongass, along 


with forests worldwide, an important component in the global carbon cycle.   
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Draft EIS at 3-123. 


 Despite the Tongass’s importance for the global climate, the Draft EIS concludes that the 


Proposed Rule, as well as any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS, would 


cause a “negligible” increase in greenhouse gas emissions because, according to the Service, the 


amount of logging will not change.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  As discussed above, however, the Draft 


EIS provides no justification for the Service’s conclusion that logging levels will not increase if 


the Tongass exemption is adopted.  The Service’s analysis of the potential greenhouse gas 


emissions of reducing Tongass roadless area protection is therefore unsupported and legally 


deficient.   


 


 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount the climate impacts of logging in the Tongass 


by claiming that logging causes little or no net greenhouse gas emissions.  In this regard, the 


Draft EIS asserts that “[i]n some cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in 


lower net contributions of [greenhouse gases] to the atmosphere than if the forest was not 


managed, when accounting for carbon stored in wood products, substitution effects, and forest 


regrowth.”  Draft EIS at 3-125.  For example, “management activities” can “result in long-term 


maintenance or increases in forest carbon uptake and storage by improving forest health and 


resilience to various types of stressors.”  Draft EIS at 3-123.  According to the Draft EIS, 


“[c]arbon can also be transferred and stored outside of the forest system in the form of wood 


products, further influencing the amount of carbon entering the atmosphere.”  Draft EIS at 3-123. 


  


 These findings are inconsistent with findings the Service made just three years ago when 


it adopted the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  As the Service explained in the Final EIS for 


that Plan, a scientific study found that “even when timber is used for permanent construction 


purposes, 35 to 45 percent of the wood’s biomass is lost to sawdust or scraps created during 


processing.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16; accord id. at 3-20.  As a result, “the final amount of carbon 


ultimately stored in permanent construction is much less than what was originally harvested.”  


Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon 1990, attached as Exhibit 1); accord id. at 3-20.  Further, 


the carbon in wood products produced from logging “will transition back into the atmosphere 


over time as they degrade or are disposed of.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-20.  Thus, “because harvest 


levels” in Alaska “peaked in the 1970s, and much of the resulting wood products may now be in 


landfills, wood products from the Alaska Region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon.”  


Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing Barrett 2014, attached as Exhibit 2).  In addition, some wood 


products resulting from logging in the Tongass “could be burned as part of biomass energy 


production, which would rapidly release the stored carbon into the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS 


at 3-20 (citing Holtsmark 2012, attached as Exhibit 3; DellaSala and Koopman 2015, attached as 


Exhibit 4). 


 


 The Final EIS for the 2016 Forest Plan also states that “timber harvesting and active 


forest management can affect”—negatively— “a forest’s ability to store and ultimately sequester 


carbon.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Scientific research, for example, “suggested that a logged 


forest would emit substantial amounts of carbon for at least the first 15 years following harvest, 


and that a young regenerating forest would remain a net carbon emitter for up to 50 years.”  


Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing DellaSala 2016, attached as Exhibit 5).  Another study “suggested 
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that it can take more than 200 years following a timber harvest for forests to reach … the point 


where carbon released from the initial harvest as well as ongoing decay of organic materials 


equals the amount of carbon that is absorbed into the system.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing 


Janisch and Harmon 2002, attached as Exhibit 6); accord id. at 3-20.  Other studies of forestry in 


Southeast Alaskan ecosystems “indicate that the Tongass National Forest would generate a net 


release of carbon to the atmosphere if active harvest of old growth is pursued ….”  Forest Plan 


EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon et al. 1990; Leighty et al. 2006, attached as Exhibit 7); accord Law et 


al., Land use strategies to mitigate climate change in carbon dense temperate forests, Proceedings 


of the National Academy of Sciences (Jan. 2018) (attached as Exhibit 8) (finding that forest 


management in Oregon, including logging, emitted the equivalent of over 34 million tons of 


carbon dioxide between 2011 and 2015); Buotte et al. (attached as Exhibit 9) (concluding that 


preserving certain temperate forests in the western United States could sequester the equivalent 


of about six years of fossil fuel emissions from the same region). 


 


 Based on these and other studies, the Forest Service concluded when it adopted the 2016 


Tongass Forest Plan “that the past harvests and management of the Forest has likely resulted in a 


net release of carbon to the atmosphere due in part to the practice of harvesting of old-growth 


timber on the Forest.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Likewise, future logging contemplated under the 


2016 Forest Plan “would result in a net release of carbon to the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS at 


3-21. 


  


 The Draft EIS for the Proposed Rule does not analyze or address these findings in the 


2016 Forest Plan EIS, which contradict the Forest Service’s present conclusion that logging in 


the Tongass can reduce, rather than increase, carbon emissions.  The Draft EIS thus fails to 


explain the Service’s change in position regarding the carbon impacts of logging, as required by 


governing law.  California by & through Becerra v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 381 F. Supp. 3d 


1153, 1166 n.8 (N.D. Cal. 2019) (“[T]he Supreme Court requires a detailed or reasoned 


explanation when the current findings in support of a policy change contradict earlier 


findings ….”).   


 


 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount carbon emissions from logging in the Tongass 


by asserting that any such emissions will be small on a global scale.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  This 


assertion also contradicts the 2016 Forest Plan EIS, in which the Service found that the Tongass 


National Forest by itself is “a critical component in the global carbon cycle.”  Forest Plan EIS at 


3-13; see also Forest Plan EIS at 3-19 (“The Tongass National Forest plays an important role in 


[the] amount of carbon that is stored globally as well as the global climatic condition ….”).  The 


Forest Service thus concluded in the Forest Plan EIS that “land management and other actions 


taken on the Tongass National Forest can affect climate change at a local, regional, and global 


scale.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-19.  The Draft EIS does not explain why it departed from these 


previous findings, either.  California by & through Becerra, 381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.   


 


 The Draft EIS’s assertion that logging under the Proposed Rule “would have a small 


contribution to [greenhouse gas] emissions and therefore would have a negligible effect on … 


climate change,” Draft EIS at 3-126, is further inconsistent with the Council on Environmental 


Quality’s (“CEQ”) 2016 guidance on how agencies should evaluate greenhouse gas emissions 







 


December 16, 2019  


Page 14 


 


 


 


 


under NEPA.  As CEQ explained in that guidance document, “a statement that emissions from a 


proposed Federal action represent only a small fraction of global emissions is essentially a 


statement about the nature of the climate change challenge” and is therefore not “an appropriate 


method for characterizing the potential impacts associated with a proposed action and its 


alternatives.”  CEQ, Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of 


Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in NEPA Reviews 11 (Aug. 1, 


2016).1  Although the Trump Administration withdrew this CEQ guidance in 2017, see CEQ, 


Withdrawal of Final Guidance, 82 Fed. Reg. 16,576 (Apr. 5, 2017), CEQ’s 2016 findings still 


hold true today, and demonstrate why the Draft EIS’s dismissive climate analysis is inadequate 


under NEPA. 


  


 In sum, the Service must explain why it believes its 2016 conclusions regarding the 


climate impacts of logging in the Tongass are no longer valid.  California by & through Becerra, 


381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.  The Service must also revise its climate analysis to provide “a 


reasonable, good faith, and objective presentation” of the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, 


including by accounting for the Service’s 2016 findings cited above, which contradict the Draft 


EIS’s findings.  Nat. Res. Def. Council, 421 F.3d at 811 (such revision may be necessary 


“[w]here the information in the initial EIS was so incomplete or misleading that the 


decisionmaker and the public could not make an informed comparison of the alternatives”); Ctr. 


for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 1225 (9th Cir. 


2008) (holding environmental assessment was unlawful where agency’s conclusion that rule’s 


climate impacts would not be significant lacked adequate record support). 


 


IV. The Draft EIS Fails to Rationally Assess Impacts to Migratory Birds 


 


 The Draft EIS also ignores or unlawfully discounts potential impacts to migratory birds.  


As discussed, the Draft EIS arbitrarily dismisses impacts to migratory birds as negligible or, at 


worst, minor, on the ground that logging will not increase in the Tongass if roadless area 


protections are weakened or eliminated.  Draft EIS at 3-101.  The Service must either provide a 


rational justification for this finding or analyze and disclose the potential impacts new logging 


will have on migratory birds.  


 


 The Draft EIS in particular largely ignores potential impacts to shorebirds and waterfowl.  


The Draft EIS focuses on impacts to birds that occupy old growth forests in the Tongass, Draft 


EIS at 3-86, but the Draft EIS also acknowledges that new roadbuilding in the Tongass, 


including new roadbuilding associated with logging, could increase the amount of sediment 


delivered to streams.  Draft EIS 3-112 (“Roads have been found to contribute more sediment to 


streams than any other land management activity ….”).  Such sediment can impact wetlands 


associated with streams and nearshore marine habitats, including habitat used by many 


                                                 
1 Available at https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/ceq-regulations-and-guidance/


nepa_final_ghg_guidance.pdf.   
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shorebirds and waterfowl.  Draft EIS at 3-117 (“Sediment runoff to streams from land-based 


activities could have some effects to nearshore marine habitat ….”).  Logging may also affect 


wetlands directly, as the Draft EIS acknowledges.  Draft EIS at 3-113.  However, the Draft EIS 


fails to analyze or disclose potential impacts to waterfowl and shorebirds that use wetlands and 


other nearshore or riparian areas that may be impacted by logging and roadbuilding.  The Forest 


Service must correct this error and fully disclose these impacts in the Final EIS. 


 


V. The Draft EIS Unlawfully Postpones Analysis of Key Impacts  


 


 The Draft EIS further unlawfully defers analysis of certain environmental impacts until 


the Service receives specific development proposals.  “NEPA is not designed to postpone 


analysis of an environmental consequence to the last possible moment.”  Kern v. U.S. Bureau of 


Land Mgmt., 284 F.3d 1062, 1072 (9th Cir. 2002).  Instead, the agency must analyze the 


environmental consequences of a broadly applicable rule or policy when such impacts are 


“readily apparent at the time the EIS was prepared.”  Id. at 1073. 


 


 The Draft EIS improperly defers analysis of environmental impacts that are foreseeable 


now, before any specific projects have been proposed pursuant to the Proposed Rule’s lax 


management framework.  For example, the Draft EIS declines to consider impacts to nearshore 


marine habitats due to roadbuilding, logging, and associated activities, on the ground that “[s]ite-


specific nearshore marine habitat-disturbing actions, or any other ground-disturbing action, are 


not … directly authorized under the” Proposed Rule.  Draft EIS at 3-117.  The Draft EIS 


likewise dismisses potential impacts to water quantity and quality because “[i]mpacts to water 


quantity or quality would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and 


would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses.”  Draft EIS at 1-8; see also id. 


at 1-8 through 1-9 (dismissing on the same ground impacts to soil characteristics, “general 


wildlife habitat,” “general aquatic species,” “essential fish habitat,” and wetlands). 


 


 Although it is true that the Forest Service cannot, at this stage, describe site-specific 


impacts of logging and roadbuilding with particularity, it can examine the general extent of such 


impacts caused by removing or weakening Roadless Rule protection.  Thus, for example, the 


Service may not be able to determine at this time whether logging will impact a specific 


nearshore wetland, but it nevertheless has adequate information to determine how many 


additional wetlands are likely to be degraded if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  Similarly, 


although the Service cannot predict at this time which rivers or streams will be affected by 


sedimentation associated with new roadbuilding, the Service can estimate the extent to which 


stream water quality throughout the Forest will be affected, based on the well-established fact 


that roadbuilding causes significant sediment pollution.  Draft EIS at 3-112 (“Roads have been 


found to contribute more sediment to streams than any other land management activity ….”).  


The Service therefore may not lawfully defer analyzing these impacts, which are a “readily 


apparent” consequence of the Proposed Rule.  Kern, 284 F.3d at 1072-73; Ctr. for Biological 


Diversity v. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 422 F. Supp. 2d 1115, 1165 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (agency 


unlawfully “deferred any consideration of the environmental impact” of a management plan on 


endemic invertebrates).  
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VI. The Forest Service Must Reinitiate Endangered Species Act Consultation Before 


 Adopting the Proposed Rule 


 


 The Forest Service must also reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and FWS before 


finalizing the Proposed Rule.  As discussed, consultation is required before a federal agency may 


take any action that may affect ESA-listed species.  See California ex rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 


1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation before promulgating new rule 


replacing Roadless Rule). 


 The Draft EIS acknowledges that logging and associated industrial activity could impact 


federally-listed species, including humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  Draft EIS at 3-91 


through 3-92.  As to humpback whales, the Draft EIS explains that the whales “could be exposed 


to disturbance and noise associated with [log transfer facility] activity, young-growth timber 


harvest in the beach fringe, … potential collisions with vessels, and fuel or oil spills associated 


with vessel traffic.”  Draft EIS at 3-92.  Short-tailed albatross, in turn, “could be affected by 


reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore environment, including [log 


transfer facility] use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach fringe.”  


Draft EIS at 3-92.   


 However, the Draft EIS finds that impacts to these species associated with the Proposed 


Rule and other management alternatives “would be essentially unchanged” from the status quo 


“because predicted harvest volumes would be the same under each alternative and the potential 


for other developments would be similar.”  Draft EIS at 3-92 (discussing humpback whale 


impacts); see id. (impacts to short-tailed albatross “are expected to remain comparable to that 


anticipated under the current Forest Plan”).  Thus, the Forest Service concludes that it can 


continue to rely on a biological assessment prepared for the 2016 Forest Plan and that additional 


ESA consultation regarding listed species is not required.  See Draft EIS at 3-92. 


 The Service is wrong that it may forgo additional consultation.  As discussed, the 


Service’s prediction that logging will not increase if roadless areas are opened to new 


development is unsubstantiated.  Thus, impacts to humpback whales and short-tailed albatross 


could increase, contrary to the Forest Service’s dubious prediction.  Under these uncertain 


circumstances, consultation with the expert wildlife agencies will be critical in reaching an 


informed conclusion about whether the Proposed Rule could impact these listed species in a 


manner that violates the ESA.  Karuk Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020 (“The purpose of 


consultation is to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action 


is likely to jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 


reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”).  ESA 


consultation for these species is therefore required before the Service may proceed with adopting 


the Proposed Rule or any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS.  California ex 


rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation 


before promulgating new rule replacing Roadless Rule); see also 50 C.F.R. § 402.16 


(“Reinitiation of consultation is required … [i]f new information reveals effects of the action that 


may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously 


considered[.]”).  
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CONCLUSION 


 


 For the reasons stated, the Proposed Rule fails to comply with NEPA, APA, and ESA 


requirements, and cannot be adopted in its current form.  The other management alternatives 


discussed in the Draft EIS are likewise unlawful for the same reasons.  The undersigned States 


therefore urge the Forest Service to correct these fundamental legal defects or withdraw the 


Proposed Rule. 


 


 


Sincerely, 


 


FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


 


 XAVIER BECERRA 


Attorney General  


 


By: /s/ Joshua R. Purtle 


JOSHUA R. PURTLE 


Deputy Attorney General 


DAVID A. ZONANA 


Supervising Deputy Attorney General 


      1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor 


      Oakland, CA 94612-0550 


      Telephone: (510) 879-0098    


      joshua.purtle@doj.ca.gov 


 


 


      FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 


 


      ROBERT W. FERGUSON 


      Attorney General 


  


      By: /s/ Aurora Janke 


      AURORA JANKE 


      Assistant Attorney General 


      Washington Attorney General’s Office     


      Counsel for Environmental Protection 


      800 5th Ave Ste. 2000 TB-14 


      Seattle, Washington 98104-3188 


      Telephone: (206) 233-3391 


      Aurora.Janke@atg.wa.gov 
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      FOR THE STATE OF OREGON  


 


      ELLEN F. ROSENBLUM 


      Attorney General 


 


      By: /s/ Paul Garrahan 


      PAUL GARRAHAN 


      Attorney-in-Charge 


      STEVE NOVICK 


      Special Assistant Attorney General 


      Natural Resources Section 


      Oregon Department of Justice 


      1162 Court Street NE 


      Salem, OR 97301-4096 


      Telephone: (503) 947-4593 


      Paul.Garrahan@doj.state.or.us 


      Steve.Novick@doj.state.or.us 


 


 


      FOR THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 


 


      KWAME RAOUL 


      Attorney General 


 


      By: /s/ Jason E. James 


      JASON E. JAMES 


      Assistant Attorney General 


      Matthew J. Dunn 


      Chief, Environmental Enf./Asbestos Litig. Div. 


      Office of the Attorney General 


      Environmental Bureau 


      69 W. Washington St., 18th Floor 
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overlapping reflections was very clear. For
the powder pattern of (Mg0.81Fe0.19)SiO3
tetragonal garnet, on the other hand, line
splitting was not clear except for the (400)-
(004) doublet and the (240)-(402)-(204)
triplet; other overlapping reflections were
diffused and looked like one broad peak.
Under the optical microscope, sections of


the tetragonal garnet phase exhibited low
birefringence. In one of the runs on a start-
ing material of (Mgo.8Feo.2)Si03 composi-
tion, an isotropic phase was optically detect-
ed; however, the x-ray diffraction pattern
resembled that of tetragonal garnet that was
synthesized from the same starting material,
showing small splitting of some peaks. An
electron microprobe analysis indicated that
the chemical composition of this optically
isotropic phase was also x = 0.19(1) [where
x = Fe/(Fe + Mg)], A1203 S 0.1% by
weight, with no other contaminants present.
The lattice parameters determined by the
WPPD method are a = 11.5323(3) A and c
= 11.4541(4) A, with Rwp = 3.6%, which
are essentially the values of isochemical te-
tragonal garnet. In conclusion, this "isotro-
pic" phase is identified as tetragonal garnet.
It may appear "isotropic' on account of the
fineness of the crystal grain size. The micro-
crystallinity (<2 ,um) is a remarkable micro-
scopic feature of the tetragonal garnets syn-
thesized in the present study.
Kato (9) reported in the conclusion of his


experimental studies of the MgSiO3-FeSiO3
system that the cubic garnet phase with a
normal garnet structure (majorite) is stable
in the range of composition 0.2 < x < 0.4
at 20 GPa and 2000°C, whereas the tetrago-
nal garnet phase is stable for x < 0.2. We
carried out a series of experiments with a
starting composition of x = 0.3 as well but
could not observe cubic garnet; we observed
only a small amount of optically anisotropic
tetragonal phase in insufficient proportions
for x-ray diffraction analysis. The major pro-
portion ofthe sample product was an assem-
blage of spinel and stishovite when experi-
mental temperature was somewhat low and
quench crystals from liquid when it was
somewhat high. (The experiments were per-
formed several times at temperatures around
2000°C.) Our present observations thus do
not suggest the existence ofthe cubic gamet
phase. It is possible that Kato (9) might
have misidentified "isotropic" tetragonal
garnet as "cubic" garnet.
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D REFORESTATION HAS BEEN A


source ofincreasing C in the atmo-
sphere in the last century (1-9).


However, it has recently been suggested that
the CO2 content ofthe atmosphere could be
reduced if slowly growing, "decadent," old-
growth forests were converted to faster
growing, younger, intensively managed for-
ests (10). Such suggestions may seem rea-


sonable at first glance in that young forests
have higher net primary productivity than
old-growth forests (11). But such reasoning
disregards the critical factor, which is the
amount ofC stored within a forest, not the
annual rate ofC uptake.


In this report, we explore the effects that
conversion ofold-growth to younger forests
has on atmospheric CO2 and terrestrial C
budgets. We use three lines of evidence: the
current disposition ofC resulting from cut-
ting old-growth timber, a model of C
dynamics in old-growth and second-growth
forests, and a comparison ofC storage in an


old-growth and a young forest by means of
simulation.
Approximately 42% of the timber cur-


rently harvested in the Pacific Northwest
enters long-term storage (products with a
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life-span of >5 years) in forms such as


structural components of buildings (Fig. 1).
This level is significantly higher than the
historical level, which was as low as 20% in
the 1950s (12). The long-term average is
considerably lower than the current value
because 75% of the timber harvested in the
last 100 years in Oregon and Washington
was cut before 1960 (13).
At least 15% ofthe wood fiber in a typical


harvest is left behind as broken or defective
(14, 15). Some of this material is used for
fuel or paper production and is therefore
quickly converted to atmospheric CO2. Of
the C removed from the site, 11% is in bark
(16), which is either burned or composted
to form mulch. Most of the tree volume
removed from a stand is used in lumber
production (17). When undecayed harvested
wood is converted to boards or plywood, at
least 35 to 45% is lost to sawdust or scrap
during production (15). Some of this waste
material is used in particle- and wafer-board
production, but most is consumed as fuel or
converted to paper. Production of paper,
even with recycling, results in a loss ofCO2
to the atmosphere, in that only 46 to 58% of
primary paper production is recovered as


fiber (15) and the residue serves largely as


fuel.
The result of all this activity is that, of the


325 Mg of C per hectare harvested from a


typical old-growth forest, 187 Mg ofC per
hectare may be lost to the atmosphere from
paper production, fuel consumpton, or de-
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Effects on Carbon Storage of Conversion of
Old-Growth Forests to Young Forests


MARK E. HARMON, WILLIAM K. FERRELL, JERRY F. FRANKLIN


Simulations ofcarbon storage suggest that conversion ofold-growth forests to young
fast-growing forests will not decrease atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2) in general, as
has been suggested recently. During simulated timber harvest, on-site carbon storage is
reduced considerably and does not approach old-growth storage capacity for at least
200 years. Even when sequestration of carbon in wooden buildings is induded in the
models, timber harvest results in a net flux of CO2 to the atmosphere. To offset this
effect, the production oflumber and other long-term wood products, as well as the life-
span of buildings, would have to increase markedly. Mass balance calculations indicate
that the conversion of5 x 106 hectares ofold-growth forests to younger plantations in
western Oregon and Washington in the last 100 years has added 1.5 x 109 to
1.8 x 109 megagrams of carbon to the atmosphere.
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composition (Fig. 1). The proportion of
young forests converted to long-termn stor-
age is probably even lower than that of old-
growth forests because less breakage or de-
fect will be offset by less recovery of boards
and plywood (15). Ifwe assume that 45% of
the boles in a 60-year-old stand is converted
to long-term storage, harvest of a 60-year-
old forest will still result in a net loss to the
atmosphere of 132 Mg ofC per hectare. For
wood harvested from either old-growth or
young-growth forests, the "long-term" stor-
age is perhaps 200 years at most (18).
We constructed a computer simulation


model to examine the temporal dynamics of
C storage in the Douglas fir and hemlock
(Pseudotsuga-Tsuga) ecosystems common to
the Pacific Northwest. This nonlinear differ-
ence model with a 1-year time step tracks C
storage in the following forest components:
foliage, branchwood, boles, coarse roots,
fine roots, fine woody debris, forest floor,
coarse woody debris, and light and heavy
soil C (19). Data for the biomass, produc-
tion, and C turnover of these components
were compiled for young and old-growth
Douglas fir and hemlock forests growing on
the west side of the Oregon and Washing-
ton Cascade Mountain Range.


For the purposes of analysis, we adopted
several assumptions: that changing climatic
conditions and CO2 concentrations would
not affect processing rates; that net produc-
tion of bole wood and bark for all simula-
tions would peak at 30 years at 8.5 Mg ofC
per hectare per year (20, 21); and that
repeated harvesting would not reduce long-
term site productivity. The latter assump-
tion is conservative in that repeated harvest
may well reduce productivity (22) and detri-
tal storage (23). In the simulations, we
compared and assessed the effect on C stor-
age of (i) a natural disturbance versus timber
harvest, (ii) a 50% increase in the decompo-
sition rate after disturbance versus no in-
crease, and (iii) the removal of logging
residues versus no removal in repeated har-
vests on a 60-year rotation.
The simulated biomass accumulation rates


matched those for the old-growth condition


Fig. 1. Flow of C (megagrams per
hectare) into long- and short-term stor-
age components after harvest of a 1-ha


reakage old-growth forest. Data are from stud-
ies on Douglas fir and western hemlock
(14-17). Boards and plywood are as-
sumed to enter long-term storage (>5
years). Sawdust, scrap, and pulp are
assumed to enter short-tern storage.


age
due


closely (+2%) but were 25% higher than
actual values for natural stands at 60 years
(Table 1), matching more closely the values
for plantations (20). Harvest of old-growth
forests reduced C storage for at least 250
years, and, interestingly, a natural distur-
bance such as fire or windthrow also re-
duced storage but much less drastically (Fig.
2). Storage declined with harvest both with
and without an assumption of increased
decomposition with disturbance, although
the decrease was larger with this assump-
tion. The decomposition rate of the forest
floor has increased with harvest in other
forest ecosystems (24) and is expected to
increase in the Pacific Northwest because
sapwood volume is greater in woody detri-
tus from young trees than from old trees
(25) and leaf-litter decay is greater early in
succession (26).
Although detrital components store 25 to


30% of the C in Douglas fir and hemlock
ecosystems, they can be strongly and nega-
tively affected by management manipula-
tions. Coarse woody debris, for example,
virtually disappeared in one simulation of
short harvest rotations and intensive utiliza-
tion (23). Soil organic matter, especially the
light fraction (27), most likely will decrease
under intensive management. In simulations
of repeated 60-year harvests, the reduction


in C storage was stabilized after two rota-
tions (Fig. 3). Increases in living-tree stor-
age brought about by genetic improvement,
nutrient fertilization, and CO2 fertilization
(28) may offset some of the losses from
detrital pools. However, even if coarse
woody debris is the only detrital component
reduced (with a reduction of 100 Mg of C
per hectare), these improvements will need
to nearly double the mean annual increment
at rotation age to offset the losses.


In a comparison of total C storage, there
was 2.2 to 2.3 times as much storage in a
450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga natural stand
as in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga plantation
(Table 1). However, over a landscape, man-
aged forests in the full range of age classes
store less C than a forest of uniform age.
With the assumption of a sustained forest
yield, one can calculate the mean C stored in
a landscape after conversion from the old-
growth condition by averaging over the first
t years of the simulation, where t is rotation
age. For landscapes with rotations of50, 75,
and 100 years, the C stored would be at
most 38, 44, and 51%, respectively, of that
stored in the old-growth stand (29). As
discussed above, these differences are con-
servative because storage in detrital compo-
nents would be greatly reduced with repeat-
ed harvest.


Conversion of old-growth forests to
young plantations invariably reduces C stor-
age, even when structural components in
buildings are considered. Comparison ofthe
actual biomass of an old-growth forest and
that of a 60-year-old forest of similar site
quality indicates that C storage is reduced
350 Mg of C per hectare by conversion,
again a conservative estimate because forests
continue to lose mass for three decades after
disturbance. Model results accounting for
this process indicate that C storage is re-
duced on site by 370 Mg ofC per hectare as
a result of conversion. However, C stored


Table 1. Carbon (33) storage in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga forest and a 450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga
forest.


60-year-old forest 450-year-old forest
Component Mg of C per Rfrne Mg of C per Rernc


hectare Reference hectare Reference


Foliage 5.5 (20) 6.2 (16)
-7.0 (40)


Branchwood 7.0 (20) 26.3 (16)
Boles (wood and bark) 145 (20) 323 (16)
Coarse roots 29 (34) 71 (16)
Fine roots 5.6 (35) 5.6 (16)
Fine woody debris
and forest floor 7.1 (36) 26 (16)


Coarse woody debris 3.8 (37) 97 (25)
-19 (38)


Soil carbon 56 (39) 56 (16)
Total* 259 to 274 611 to 612


*Range given because of variation in estimates for foliage and coarse woody debris.
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off site in buildings offsets some of the
reductions in on-site storage. Given a 42%
conversion of the boles to structural compo-
nents in buildings and a 2% annual replace-
ment of the structures, the conversion of
old-growth to younger forests reduces stor-
age by 305 Mg of C per hectare in one 60-
year rotation. Unless utilization standards
greatly increase and structural components
in buildings can be made to have greater life
expectancy, it is doubtful that repeated har-
vests can offset the original losses caused by
conversion (30).


Conversion of old-growth forests in the
Pacific Northwest has been a significant
source of C in the atmosphere. In western
Oregon and Washington there are 10 x 106
ha of commercial forest land (31). If we use
as a basis the age-class structure of large,
uncut areas, such as those in Mount Rainier
and Olympic national parks, we calculate
that 7 x 106 ha were probably in an old-
growth condition in 1890. Currently,
2 x 106 ha of old growth remain (31); thus
5 x 106 ha have been converted. If C stor-
age has been reduced by -305 to -370 Mg
of C per hectare by the conversion,
1.5 x 109 to 1.8 x 109 Mg of C has been
added to the atmosphere in the last century.
In reality, the total flux from this region
from changes in land use will have been
considerably higher because of the harvest
of second-growth forest, widespread fires,
and the removal offorest land from produc-
tion by such processes as road construction
and urbanization. Given the small area we
are considering, a mere 0.017% of the
earth's land surface, old-growth forest con-
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Fig. 2. Carbon storage, expressed as a percentage
of old-growth storage, in a simulation of a Doug-
las fir and hemlock old-growth ecosystem dis-
turbed by fire or timber harvest. The assumptions
are that fire used in site preparation will remove


50% of the fine woody debris and forest floor and
25% of the coarse woody debris. The simulation
was run with two scenarios: (A) disturbance is
followed by a 50% increase in the decomposition
rate, which decreases 3% annually and reaches
old-growth values in 100 years; (B) disturbance
does not affect decomposition rates.
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Fig 3. Carbon storage expressed as a perccntage
of old-growth storage in a simulation of repeated
harvests on a 60-year rotation. The assumptions
arc that sitc productivity will not change, that
disturbance will inittially increase decomposition
rates 50%1, and that fire used in site preparation
will remove 50% of the fine woody debris and
forest floor and 25% of the coarse woody debris.
Three scenarios were examined: (i) coarse woody
debris and residues such as defcctive boles are left
on site; (ii) coarse woody debris is left but other
residues are removed; and (iii) all residues are left,
but 45% of harvested wood is converted to long-
term storage (buildings and other structures) with
a 2% annual loss.


version appears to account for a noteworthy
2% of the total C released because of land
use changes in the last 100 years (6, 7, 32).
Although reintroducing forests to defor-


ested regions wisl increase C storage in the
biotafl conversion of old-growth forests to
younger forests under current harvesting
and use conditions has added and wige con-
tinue to add C to the atmnosphere. This
conclusion is likely to hold in most forests in
which the age ofharvest is less than the age
required to reach the old-growth stage of
succession. The amount of C added by
conversion will vary among forests, depend-


rg on tflormaxn25 um storage capawty and
the disference between the timber rotation
age and the age of the old-growth state
wiesin the given ecosystem.
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An Aptian Plant with Attached Leaves and Flowers:
Implications for Angiospern Origin


DAVID WINSHIP TAYLOR AND LEO J. HicKEY


Recent phylogenetic studies and fossil finds support a new view of the ancestral
angiosperm. A diminutive fossil angiosperm from the Aptian ofAustralia has attached
leaves, with intermediate pinnate-palmate, low-rank venation, and lateral axes bearing
pistillate organs subtended by bracts and bracteoles that are the oldest direct evidence
of flowers. A variety of data suggests a similar morphology for the ancestral
angiosperm. This hypothesis explains similarities between rhizomatous to herbaceous
Magnoliidae and basal monocots, scarcity of early angiosperm wood, and lack of
recognition of earlier remains.


T HE OLDEST UNEQUIVOCAL ANGIO-
sperm remains, mostly dispersed or-
gans, are from Lower Cretaceous


strata. Fossil pollen is reported from the
Hauterivian of England and Barremian of
West Africa (1), and leaves from the Barre-
mian to Aptian of eastern North America
(2). Unequivocal angiosperm flowers (3)
and wood (4) first appear during the Albian.
These remains show affinities to taxa with
diminutive stature and reproductive organs
(2, 5-7) and to taxa with shrub to tree habit
and moderate-sized, complex flowers (2, 3).
The early and possibly oldest occurrence of
the former conflicts with the existing theory
that the ancestral angiosperm was a small
tree or shrub, with pinnately veined, simple
leaves and flowers of moderate to large size
with numerous reproductive parts (8),
though other views have been proposed (2,
9, 10).
We recently recognized the angiosper-


mous affinities of a plant described by Drin-
nan and Chambers as a fern ("Marsileales ?
indet?") (11) from the Aptian Korumburra
Group of the Gippsland Basin at Koon-
warra, Victoria, Australia (11-13). This fos-
sil has leaves and attached female inflores-
cences (Fig. lA), which are the oldest un-
equivocal angiosperm reproductive struc-


tures. The only angiospermous pollen
reported from Koonwarra, Clavatipollenites
hughesii (12), is of a type having the earliest
range of any flowering plant. Taken togeth-
er, the fossil evidence and recent phyloge-
netic analyses of extant plants (10, 14) are
compatible with a new hypothesis for the
ancestral angiosperm.
The fossil has two leaves attached to the


axis, which bends sharply to the right at the
upper node, and two axillary inflorescences
(Fig. lA). Attachment of the proximal leaf
and distal inflorescence is shown by their
orientation and similarity to the other clear-
ly attached organs. The inflorescences are
masses of overlapping bracts, bracteoloes,
and ovaries; distinct bracts are noticeable at
the apex of the lower inflorescence and
along the right side ofthe upper, where they
overlap the distal petiole.
The axis is thin (1.4 mm wide) and


exhibits longitudinal ridges, which may be
the remains of vascular bundles. Apparent
fragility, an apparently dissected stele, and
co-occurrence of fully expanded, diminutive
leaves with well-developed axillary inflores-
cences suggest a herbaceous habit. Widely
spaced yellow-brown, translucent, discoidal
impressions (0.03 to 0.04 mm; Fig. lG)
occurring throughout the fossil may be the
remains of ethereal oil cells.
The leaves are alternately arranged (Fig.


lA). The lower (Fig. lE) has a long petiole
that clasps the axis, and a lamina that is
apparently folded over distally (Figs. lE and


702


2A). Evidence for folding derives from two
major veins that extend to the margin and
abruptly reverse at the fold; complex, anom-
alously dense higher venation apparently
resulting from superimposition oftwo levels
ofveins; and lack ofa carbonaceous thicken-
ing along the folded margin. The leaf is
simple, unlobed, slightly asymmetrical at the
base, and broadly ovate, to 10.1 mm wide.
The lower laminar margin is darkly stained,
suggesting a thickening, and has an inferred
incipient sinus (at indentation on left; Fig.
1E). The overfolded upper portion appears
to be dissected into three deeply incised
dentations. Evidence for dentations, rather
than tears, is the symmetry of their outline
and vein convergence toward their apices.
A five-stranded vascular trunk emerges


into the leaf blade (Figs. 1E and 2A) with
the medial strand composed oftwo bundles.
The vein pattern qualifies equally as very
loosely and irregularly palinactinodromous
or weakly pinnate with three to four pairs of
secondary veins. The basal two pairs are
crowded proximally and arise as lateral bun-
dles directly from the petiole at an acute
angle. The festooned brochidodromous dis-
tal secondaries have irregular spacing and
angles of origin, branch dichotomously to
form loose and irregular loops in at least two
series, and are poorly differentiated from the
primary and tertiary venation.


Tertiary and higher (to fifth) order veins
(Figs. 1E and 2A) form a random reticulum
in which vein orders cannot be consistently
determined, and the angle of tertiary vein
origin is irregular but mostly acute. A fim-
brial vein appears to be present. Areolation
is apparently incomplete or possibly lacking
over some of the leaf. The leaf-rank (15) is
very low first rank, the lowest of any leaf
described or examined among basal angio-
sperms (16).
The inflorescence (Fig. 1A) is peduncu-


late and cymose, probably a thryse (to 9 mm
long), with ovate bracts (to 3.5 mm long; b
in Fig. 1, A and F) attached to a primary
axis. There appear to be two axillary brac-
teoles (br in Fig. 1F) and within these is at
least one ovary. The small, oblong ovaries
(Fig. 1C; 0.57 mm wide) have a short
stigma (Fig. IC) and no style. There is no
evidence of a suture, and, although the
specially placed stigma is typical of ascidate
carpels, the ovary could be syncarpous.


Leafcharacters alone reveal the angiosper-
mous affinities of the fossil. Random-reticu-
late venation with anastomoses at several
vein orders, a multistrand splaying out into
the laminar base forming an indeterminate
actinodromous-brochidodromous venation,
and incomplete areoles occur in combina-
tion only in angiosperms (5, 16). In addi-
tion, the morphology of the reproductive
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38. We assumed that 15% ofold-growth boles would be
left on site because of defect and breakage and 25%
would be consumed by broadcast burning during
site preparation, and the subsequent annual decay
rate would be 2%.


39. We assumed no loss of soil C due to harvest as
indicated by R. Boone, D. P. Sollins, and K.
Cromack, Jr. [Ecology 69, 714 (1988)].


40. This estimate is based on litter-fail data and assumes
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RE: Comments on Alaska Roadless Rule, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) 

 

Dear  Mr. Tu: 

 

 The undersigned Attorneys General of the States of California, Washington, Oregon, 

Illinois, and New York and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts (hereinafter, “the States”) 

respectfully submit these comments on the U.S. Forest Service’s October 17, 2019 proposed rule 

to exempt the Tongass National Forest from the national Roadless Rule.  Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking, 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522 (Oct. 17, 2019) (“Proposed Rule”).  If adopted, the Proposed 

Rule would open up 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected forest land to potential new 

roadbuilding and logging.  The Proposed Rule thus threatens the undersigned States’ interest in 

the Tongass, which provides habitat for vulnerable wildlife species with a nexus to some of the 

undersigned States, as well as an important sink for greenhouse gas emissions that is critical to 

national efforts to mitigate the impacts of climate change.  As discussed further below, the 

Proposed Rule fails to meet governing legal requirements under the Administrative Procedure 

Act (“APA”), National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), and the Endangered Species Act 

(“ESA”).  The Service must correct these legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.  

 

 The Forest Service’s proposal is the latest chapter in a long battle to eliminate the 

Roadless Rule’s important protections for clean water, intact wildlife habitat, and wild places.  

The Roadless Rule, adopted in 2001, protects critical undeveloped forest lands from the 

roadbuilding and logging that have left permanent scars on vast areas of our nation’s public 

lands.  Industry groups and hostile federal administrations have worked tirelessly to gut the 

Roadless Rule from the day it was adopted, and the efforts of several of the undersigned States 

and other stakeholders were critical in fending off those attacks and ensuring that the Roadless 

Rule remains in force nationwide.   

  

 The Tongass National Forest has been at the vanguard of the fight to preserve the 

Roadless Rule since the beginning, as the Rule’s opponents have repeatedly attempted to exempt 

the Tongass from national roadless area protection.  The last attempt to adopt a Tongass 

exemption faltered in the courts.  Just four years ago, the Ninth Circuit held that the Forest 

Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its previous attempt to discard roadless area 
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protections that, in 2001, it had deemed critical to preserving the Tongass’s unique 

environmental values.  See Organized Vill. of Kake v. U.S. Dep’t of Agric., 795 F.3d 956 (9th 

Cir. 2015). 

 The Forest Service’s Proposed Rule suffers from the same flaw.  The Service now asserts 

that a Tongass exemption is justified because roadless area management in Southeast Alaska is 

controversial, and it is therefore preferable to decide the fate of roadless areas on a case-by-case 

basis.  This reasoning ignores that the Service found the opposite in adopting the 2001 Roadless 

Rule, concluding that national protection for roadless areas was necessary to avoid the cost and 

litigation of case-by-case decisionmaking.  The Service fails to explain why its previous finding 

in the Roadless Rule is no longer valid, and thus fails to satisfy the basic APA requirement that 

an agency rationally explain a change in policy. 

  

 The Proposed Rule and supporting Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“Draft EIS”) 

further fail to comply with NEPA’s requirement that the Service rationally consider and disclose 

all of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed Tongass exemption.  In this regard, 

the Forest Service asserts that the Proposed Rule, if adopted, will have no meaningful 

environmental impact because, according to the Service, the Tongass exemption would not 

increase the amount of logging in the National Forest.  The Service, however, does not provide 

any analysis, study, or citation to support this prediction, which forms the foundation of the 

Service’s entire Draft EIS.  In addition to this pervasive flaw, the Draft EIS unlawfully discounts 

the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, including by relying on scientific findings that directly 

contradict findings the Service made just three years ago when it adopted the 2016 Tongass 

National Forest Plan; unlawfully ignores potential impacts to migratory birds; and unlawfully 

defers analysis of certain foreseeable impacts until site-specific projects are proposed.  The 

Service’s environmental analysis is therefore incomplete, unsubstantiated, and unlawful. 

 

 The Service has further unlawfully failed to reinitiate consultation with the National 

Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”) and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (“FWS”) regarding the 

Proposed Rule’s possible impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific humpback whales and 

short-tailed albatross.  The Service must engage in such required consultation before moving 

forward with the Proposed Rule. 

 

 To be clear, the Service cannot avoid these legal defects by choosing one of the less 

extreme management alternatives proposed in the Draft EIS.  On the contrary, the Service has 

failed to provide a rational justification and adequate environmental analysis for any of the 

proposed management alternatives, other than the no action alternative that would maintain 

status quo Roadless Rule protection.  The Service must therefore correct the fundamental legal 

flaws identified in these comments or withdraw the Proposed Rule. 
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BACKGROUND 

  

I. The Tongass National Forest and the Roadless Rule 

 

 The Tongass National Forest, located in Southeast Alaska’s Alexander Archipelago, is a 

largely untouched remnant of the vast temperate rainforest that once extended along the Pacific 

Coast from Alaska to northern California.  See Final Rule, Roadless Area Conservation, 66 Fed. 

Reg. 3,244, 3,254 (Jan. 12, 2001).  Stretching “roughly 500 miles from Ketchikan to Yakutat,” 

the Tongass features a diverse landscape of boundless forests, sweeping glaciers and towering 

coastal mountains.  Draft EIS at 3-23. 

 As the Forest Service recognizes, the Tongass is “an important national and international 

resource.”  Draft EIS at 3-23.  Its unique ecosystem provides seasonal and permanent habitat to 

many important species, including some with a nexus to California and Washington, such as 

vulnerable humpback whales, green sturgeon, short-tailed albatross, Southern Resident killer 

whales, and salmon.  See Proposed Rulemaking to Revise Critical Habitat for the Southern 

Resident Killer Whale Distinct Population Segment, 84 Fed. Reg. 49,214, 49,217 (Sept. 19, 

2019) (Southern Resident killer whales’ coastal range “extends from the Monterey Bay area in 

California, north to Chatham Straight in southeast Alaska.”).  The Tongass further supports 

migratory birds that spend part of the year in or migrate through some of the undersigned States.  

The Tongass, as the largest National Forest, also has an enormous capacity to absorb and store 

carbon dioxide, and thus is an invaluable carbon sink for purposes of climate change mitigation, 

providing substantial benefits to every state.   

 The Tongass is further important to the millions of people—including 1.2 million people 

in 2016 alone—who have visited the area.  These visitors include residents of the undersigned 

States.  For many of these visitors, “a visit to the Tongass is a[] once-in-a-lifetime experience.”  

Draft EIS at 3-23.  Even people who have not visited value the Tongass and “benefit from 

knowing that [it] is there” and that it will be “left for future generations to inherit.”  Draft EIS at 

3-23.   

 The Tongass’s unique values have been preserved in large part because of the Roadless 

Rule.  First adopted in 2001, the Roadless Rule generally prohibits roadbuilding and logging in 

areas of National Forests designated as “inventoried roadless areas.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,244, 

3,272-73.  When the Service adopted the Roadless Rule, it recognized that roadless areas in 

National Forests provide unique ecological values that warrant special protection.  Specifically, 

“roadless areas provide large, relatively undisturbed blocks of important habitat for a variety of 

terrestrial and aquatic wildlife and plants, including hundreds of threatened, endangered, and 

sensitive species.”  Id. at 3,247.  Preventing roadbuilding and logging in these areas is critical to 

maintaining their environmental values:  “Road construction, reconstruction, and timber 

harvesting activities can result in fragmentation of ecosystems, the introduction of non-native 

invasive species, and other adverse consequences to the health and integrity of inventoried 

roadless areas[.]”  Id.  Habitat fragmentation caused by logging and roadbuilding in particular 

“results in decreased connectivity of wildlife habitat and wildlife movement, isolating some 

species and increasing the risk of local extirpations and extinctions.”  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,247.  

Road construction can also impact watersheds, including by contributing to stream sedimentation 
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and harmful landslides that can disrupt waterways’ beneficial ecological functions and impair 

public drinking water supplies.  Id. at 3,245-47.  

 The Forest Service chose to promulgate a national Roadless Rule rather than manage 

roadless areas through case-by-case decisionmaking in large part to avoid the cost and 

controversy of local land use management.  Id. at 3,253.  As the Roadless Rule explained, 

“roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in land management planning … 

particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or otherwise develop inventoried 

roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Roadless Rule, “[t]hese disputes are costly in terms of both 

fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities of place and communities of 

interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and lawsuits.”  Id.  The Forest 

Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best means to reduce this 

conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id. 

 Some states, industry groups, and prior federal administrations have repeatedly attempted 

to undo the Roadless Rule since it was adopted.  Several of the undersigned States and other 

stakeholders have resisted these efforts, including through successful litigation opposing 

attempts to repeal the Roadless Rule.  See, e.g., California ex rel. Lockyer v. U.S. Dep’t of 

Agric., 575 F.3d 999 (9th Cir. 2009) (affirming district court order enjoining attempted repeal of 

the national Roadless Rule and reinstating the Rule).  The Tongass in particular has proven to be 

a bellwether in this larger national fight, as opponents to roadless protection have repeatedly 

sought to exempt the Tongass from protection under the national Roadless Rule.  Thus, in 2003, 

the George W. Bush administration adopted a rule carving the Tongass out of the Roadless Rule.  

A coalition of tribal and environmental groups successfully challenged this exemption in the 

District of Alaska, and an en banc panel of the Ninth Circuit affirmed the district court’s decision 

vacating the exemption rule in 2015.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  The 

undersigned States have a continued interest in blocking attempts to carve out Roadless Rule 

exemptions, which threaten to erode the Roadless Rule’s national reach and undermine efforts by 

several of the undersigned States to protect National Forest roadless areas within their borders 

and nationwide. 

II. The Proposed Rule 

 In the Proposed Rule, the Service again proposes to exempt the Tongass from Roadless 

Rule protection.  See 84 Fed. Reg. 55,522.  If adopted, the Proposed Rule would allow new road 

construction and logging on 9.2 million acres of formerly-protected roadless areas.  See id. at 

55,526.  The Service asserts this sweeping policy change is justified because “[t]here is not 

consensus over how to manage the Forest” and management “through the local planning 

processes” is therefore preferable to maintaining its protected status under the national Roadless 

Rule.  Id. at 55,524.  (The Proposed Rule also discusses and rejects several other management 

alternatives, each of which would substantially reduce protections for the Tongass’s roadless 

areas.  See id. at 55,526.)   

 Despite the radical management change the Service proposes, it nevertheless claims in 

the Draft EIS accompanying the Proposed Rule that removing roadless protection from 9.2 

million acres of National Forest land will have no meaningful environmental impact because, 
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according to the Service, the amount of logging in the Forest will not increase, but will instead 

remain at the level the Service calculated in its 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  See, e.g., 84 

Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92.  The Proposed Rule provides no justification for this 

prediction.  As a result, the Draft EIS does not discuss the potential impacts of new logging and 

roadbuilding that would be allowed if the Tongass exemption is adopted.   

STATUTORY BACKGROUND 

 

I. National Environmental Policy Act 

 

NEPA “is our basic national charter for protection of the environment.”  40 C.F.R. 

§ 1500.1(a).  Congress enacted NEPA in 1969 “to create and maintain conditions under which 

man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and other 

requirements of present and future generations of Americans.”  42 U.S.C. § 4331(a).  NEPA has 

two fundamental purposes: (1) to guarantee that agencies take a “hard look” at the consequences 

of their actions before the actions occur by ensuring that “the agency, in reaching its decision, 

will have available, and will carefully consider, detailed information concerning significant 

environmental impacts;” and (2) to ensure that “the relevant information will be made available 

to the larger audience that may also play a role in both the decisionmaking process and the 

implementation of that decision.”  Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 

349-50 (1989). 

 

To achieve these purposes, NEPA requires the preparation of a detailed environmental 

impact statement for any “major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human 

environment.”  42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C).  NEPA’s implementing regulations broadly define such 

actions to include “new or revised agency rules, regulations, plans, policies, or procedures.”  40 

C.F.R. § 1508.18(a).  In preparing environmental impact statements, federal agencies must 

consider all of the direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of their proposed actions.  Diné 

Citizens Against Ruining Our Env’t v. Bernhardt, 923 F.3d 831, 851 (10th Cir. 2019); 40 C.F.R. 

§§ 1508.7, 1508.8(a)-(b).   

 

II. Administrative Procedure Act 

 

Under the Administrative Procedure Act, courts will set aside an agency action that is 

“arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law.”  5 U.S.C. 

§ 706(2)(A).  An agency action is arbitrary and capricious where the agency: (i) “has relied on 

factors which Congress has not intended it to consider”; (ii) “entirely failed to consider an 

important aspect of the problem”; (iii) “offered an explanation for its decision that runs counter 

to the evidence before the agency”; or (iv) offered an explanation “so implausible that it could 

not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency expertise.”  Motor Vehicle Mfrs. 

Ass’n v. State Farm Mut. Auto. Ins., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983).  When promulgating a rule, “the 

agency must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action 

including a ‘rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.’”  Id. (quoting 

Burlington Truck Lines v. United States, 371 U.S. 156, 168 (1962)). 
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 These core principles apply to an agency’s decision to change existing policy.  FCC v. 

Fox Television Stations, Inc., 556 U.S. 502, 513-15 (2009).  While an agency need not show that 

a new rule is “better” than the rule it replaced, it still must demonstrate that the rule “is 

permissible under the statute, that there are good reasons for it, and that the agency believes it to 

be better, which the conscious change of course adequately indicates.”  Id. at 515 (emphasis 

omitted).  Further, an agency must “provide a more detailed justification than what would suffice 

for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new policy rests upon factual findings that 

contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”  Id.  An “[u]nexplained inconsistency” between 

a new rule and its prior version is “a reason for holding an [agency’s] interpretation to be an 

arbitrary and capricious change.”  Nat’l Cable & Telecomms. Ass’n v. Brand X Internet Servs., 

545 U.S. 967, 981 (2005); see also Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 (holding Forest 

Service failed to provide a rational explanation for its decision to exempt the Tongass National 

Forest from the Roadless Rule, where the exemption was based on “a direct, and entirely 

unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings). 

III. The Endangered Species Act 

 The Endangered Species Act requires that every federal agency “insure that any action 

authorized, funded, or carried out by such agency … is not likely to jeopardize the continued 

existence of any endangered species or threatened species” listed pursuant to the Act.  16 U.S.C. 

§ 1536(a)(2).  To that end, agencies must consult with NMFS or FWS—depending on the 

species—to determine whether their actions will harm listed species.  See id.; Karuk Tribe of 

Cal. v. U.S. Forest Serv., 681 F.3d 1006, 1020 (9th Cir. 2012).  “The purpose of consultation is 

to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action is likely to 

jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 

reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”  Karuk 

Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020. 

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED RULE 

 The Proposed Rule and Draft EIS violate NEPA and the APA by:  

(1) failing to provide a rational explanation for changing the Service’s roadless policy in the 

Tongass;  

(2) failing to justify the Service’s claim that the Proposed Rule will not lead to new logging 

in the Tongass, with accompanying environmental impacts;  

(3) unlawfully discounting the Proposed Rule’s potential climate impacts;  

(4) failing to rationally analyze potential impacts to migratory birds; and  

(5) unlawfully postponing the environmental analysis of certain key impacts.   

 The Service has also unlawfully failed to reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and 

FWS regarding the Proposed Rule’s potential impacts on ESA-listed species, including Pacific 
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humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  The Service therefore cannot lawfully adopt the 

Proposed Rule without providing additional required justification and environmental analysis 

and engaging in required ESA consultation.  The Service’s other management alternatives, which 

suffer from the same legal flaws, are also unlawful.  The Service must therefore remedy these 

legal defects or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   

I. The Proposed Rule Fails to Provide a Rational Explanation for Changing the 

 Service’s Roadless Policy in the Tongass 

 The Proposed Rule is unlawful because it fails to provide a rational explanation for the 

Service’s decision to exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule and thus radically change its 

policy concerning the Tongass’s 9.2 million acres of roadless areas.  The Proposed Rule thus 

falls short of APA requirements. 

 In this respect, the Proposed Rule repeats the legal error the Forest Service committed the 

last time it attempted to exempt the Tongass from Roadless Rule protection.  As the Ninth 

Circuit explained in the Organized Village of Kake decision, the Forest Service considered and 

rejected a proposed Tongass exemption in 2001, when the Roadless Rule was first adopted.  At 

that time, the Forest Service determined that “wholly exempting the Tongass from the Roadless 

Rule … would risk the loss of important roadless area values, and that roadless values would be 

lost or diminished even by a limited exemption.”  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968 

(quotations omitted).  Yet in 2003, when the Forest Service reversed course and promulgated a 

rule exempting the Tongass, it found exactly the opposite, concluding that “the Roadless Rule 

was unnecessary to maintain the roadless values … , and that the roadless values in the Tongass 

are sufficiently protected under the Tongass Forest Plan.”  Id.  (quotation omitted).  The Ninth 

Circuit thus held that the 2003 rule’s conclusions in this regard, which were “a direct, and 

entirely unexplained, contradiction” of the 2001 Roadless Rule’s findings, were inadequate to 

support the Service’s changed policy concerning management of the Tongass.  Id. at 968.  

 The 2019 Proposed Rule once again relies on “findings that contradict those which 

underlay” the 2001 Roadless Rule.  Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 967 (quoting FCC v. 

Fox, 556 U.S. at 515).  The Service stated in adopting the Roadless Rule that a national rule was 

preferable to case-by-case decisionmaking at the local level because a national policy would 

avoid the cost and controversy that local land use decisions produce.  66 Fed. Reg. at 3,253.  As 

the Roadless Rule explained, “roadless area management has been a major point of conflict in 

land management planning … particularly on most proposals to harvest timber, build roads, or 

otherwise develop inventoried roadless areas.”  Id.  According to the Forest Service, “[t]hese 

disputes are costly in terms of both fiscal resources and agency relationships with communities 

of place and communities of interest,” and they have produced a “large number of appeals and 

lawsuits”  Id.  The Forest Service therefore determined, “[b]ased on these factors … that the best 

means to reduce this conflict is through a national level rule.”  Id.   

 

 The Proposed Rule, however, reaches the exact opposite conclusion, finding that because 

“[t]here is not consensus over how to manage the Forest,” “the circumstances of the Tongass 

National Forest appear to be best managed through the local planning processes,” rather than 

through the national Roadless Rule.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Forest Service, however, fails 
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to explain why its finding in 2001 that such case-by-case decisionmaking will produce lengthy, 

costly, and undesirable disputes is no longer valid.  The Service’s explanation for the Proposed 

Rule thus fails to pass APA muster.  See id. (an agency must “provide a more detailed 

justification than what would suffice for a new policy created on a blank slate” when “its new 

policy rests upon factual findings that contradict those which underlay its prior policy.”).   

 The Service’s appeal to the controversy over roadless area management and the need for 

local decisionmaking is further inadequate on its face.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 

must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 

rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  The fact 

that roadless protection is controversial does not justify abandoning it, especially in light of the 

Tongass’s important environmental values, which the Service cited in adopting the Roadless 

Rule.  See Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d at 968.  And rather than leave the question of 

roadless area management to local agency planners, the Proposed Rule decides that question for 

the foreseeable future by putting a heavy weight on the scales in favor of new development.  See 

84 Fed. Reg. at 55,526 (Proposed Rule would remove roadless protection from 9.2 million 

acres).  

 The Forest Service’s other reasons for adopting the Proposed Rule also fail.  The 

Proposed Rule states that its “overarching goal … is to reach a long-term, durable approach to 

roadless area management” in the Tongass.  Id. at 55,524.  But that is not what the proposed rule 

does at all.  Rather than settle the controversy around the Tongass’s roadless areas, the Proposed 

Rule reopens an issue that was closed after the Ninth Circuit’s Organized Village of Kake 

decision.  The Proposed Rule, if adopted, will inevitably generate a raft of litigation and appeals, 

which may not be resolved for years.  See, e.g., Organized Vill. of Kake, 795 F.3d 956.  Further, 

as discussed, the Tongass exemption would radically change management direction in the 

National Forest by allowing new roadbuilding and development projects in the Tongass’s 

roadless areas.  Each of these projects would be subject to lengthy disputes by local stakeholders, 

including litigation.  The Roadless Rule, which the Tongass exemption would abandon, was 

designed to avoid precisely that sort of contentious and piecemeal decisionmaking.  See 66 Fed. 

Reg. at 3,253.  The Forest Service cannot rely on a desire to settle the controversy over the 

Tongass’s roadless areas when it itself proposes to poke the bear. 

 

 The Proposed Rule also asserts that removing Roadless Rule protection “would allow 

local managers greater flexibility in the selection and design of future timber sale areas,” thus 

potentially improving the Service’s “ability to offer economic timber sales that better meet the 

needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  This 

statement contradicts the Service’s own representation that timber harvest levels in the Tongass 

would not increase if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  See, e.g., Draft EIS at 1-7, 3-92; see State 

Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … 

[that] is so implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of 

agency expertise”).  It is hard to understand how Tongass timber sales can “better meet the needs 

of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies” if the Service is not also expecting to 

sell more timber, and the Service makes no attempt to resolve this apparent contradiction.  84 
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Fed. Reg. at 55,524.  The Service may not justify the Proposed Rule on the basis of new 

development that it itself asserts will not occur. 

 The Proposed Rule further states that the Forest Service “has given substantial weight” to 

the State of Alaska’s preference for using Tongass forest lands “to emphasize rural economic 

development opportunities.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,523.  While promoting rural development is no 

doubt important, the Service makes no meaningful attempt to evaluate whether the Tongass 

exemption would indeed contribute to rural economies.  State Farm, 463 U.S. at 43 (“the agency 

must examine the relevant data and articulate a satisfactory explanation for its action including a 

rational connection between the facts found and the choice made.”) (quotation omitted).  This 

lack of analysis starkly contrasts with the Roadless Rule, which examined in detail the economic 

impacts of curbing new timber development in the Tongass’s roadless areas.  See 66 Fed. Reg. at 

3,266-67.   

 

 Indeed, what evidence there is in the record contradicts the Service’s purported 

prioritization of rural economic development opportunities.  As discussed, the Draft EIS states 

that the Tongass exemption will not increase logging sales in the Tongass.  See Draft EIS at 1-7.  

Thus, the record suggests that any boost to the timber industry due to the Tongass exemption 

would have a negligible effect on Southeast Alaska’s economy as a whole.  The Draft EIS 

further indicates that weakening roadless area protections would not increase opportunities for 

mineral exploration or development, either.  Draft EIS at ES-13.  Accordingly, a preference for 

rural economic development does not provide a rational basis for the Proposed Rule.  State Farm, 

463 U.S. at 43. 

 

 To be clear, the Service fails to justify any reduction in Roadless Rule protection, and it 

cannot avoid this legal deficiency merely by choosing a less extreme management alternative.  

The Service must therefore provide a rational justification for weakening roadless protection for 

the Tongass or withdraw the Proposed Rule.   

II. The Forest Service Fails to Provide any Support for its Claim that the Proposed 

 Rule Will Not Increase Logging in the Tongass 

 The Proposed Rule and the Draft EIS further fail to justify the Forest Service’s claim that 

logging levels will not increase if the Tongass exemption—or any of the other management 

alternatives discussed in the Draft EIS—is adopted.  See Native Vill. of Point Hope v. Jewell, 

740 F.3d 489, 499 (9th Cir. 2014) (agency violated NEPA where its claim that a leasing program 

would produce only one billion barrels of oil was not supported by the record).  This claim is the 

key finding supporting the majority of the Draft EIS’s environmental analysis, including its 

conclusions that the rule, or any of the other proposed management alternatives, will not cause 

meaningful impacts to (1) humpback whales and other marine mammals, Draft EIS at 3-92; (2) 

terrestrial mammals, including American marten, wolves, and brown bears, Draft EIS at 3-97 

through 3-99; (3) migratory birds, Draft EIS at 3-101; (4) fish, including several endangered 

species of salmon and endangered green sturgeon, Draft EIS at 3-116 through 3-117; and (5) 

climate change and greenhouse gas emissions, Draft EIS at 3-126.  See Native Vill. of Point 

Hope, 740 F.3d at 504 (agency’s estimate of amount of oil likely to be produced by leasing 

program “informed an assessment of seismic effects, habitat effects, oil production, and … 
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global warming”).  The Draft EIS’s finding that increased roadbuilding in roadless areas will be 

minimal relies on the same claim, “because roads on the Tongass are largely developed in 

support of timber harvesting.”  Draft EIS at 3-144.   

 

 The Forest Service, however, provides no analysis to support its claim that logging will 

not increase if the Tongass loses Roadless Rule protection.  In this regard, the Draft EIS cites the 

Projected Timber Sale Quantity (“PTSQ”) established by the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan, 

under which the Forest Service predicted that the Tongass would sell an average of 46 million 

board feet of timber per year.  Draft EIS at 1-10.  The PTSQ calculated in the 2016 Forest Plan 

assumed, of course, that logging would not occur on the 9.2 million acres of the Tongass that 

were protected by the Roadless Rule.  See Tongass Land and Resource Management Plan, Final 

Environmental Impact Statement ES-7 (June 2016) (“Forest Plan EIS”).  The Proposed Rule 

asserts, without elaboration, that it “does not change the projected timber sale quantity or timber 

demand projections set out in the Tongass Forest Plan.”  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525.  In the Draft 

EIS, the Service likewise represents that it “considered the current market situation and 

determined that no change to the PTSQ are [sic] needed at this time for purposes of this 

rulemaking.”  Draft EIS at 1-10.  Neither the Proposed Rule nor the Draft EIS provides any 

economic data or further analysis to support this conclusion.  84 Fed. Reg. at 55,525; Draft EIS 

at 1-10.   

 

 To the contrary, the record—including the Forest Service’s own statements—suggests 

that removing roadless protection from some or all of the Tongass will create new sources of 

timber and will therefore increase demand for logging the Tongass’s trees.  For example, in the 

Proposed Rule, the Forest Service asserts that “improved flexibility” in offering timber sales 

without roadless restrictions could “improve the Forest Service’s ability to offer economic timber 

sales that better meet the needs of the timber industry and contribute to rural economies.”  84 

Fed. Reg. at 55,524; accord Draft EIS at 1-11.  It is highly unlikely that the Forest Service will 

not sell more timber if it is able to offer more economic timber sales.  See State Farm, 463 U.S. 

at 43 (agency action is arbitrary where agency has “offered an explanation … [that] is so 

implausible that it could not be ascribed to a difference in view or the product of agency 

expertise”).  Indeed, a recent Forest Service analysis of logging in the Tongass found that, under 

status quo management, “there has been a lack of economic timber volume available for the 

Forest Service to offer across the Tongass National Forest.”  Draft EIS at 3-32.  The Proposed 

Rule will likely address that issue by opening more timber to logging.  Draft EIS at 1-11.  The 

Service’s finding that it will not sell more timber is therefore “counter to the evidence before the 

agency” and unlawful.  Cachil Dehe Band of Wintun Indians of Colusa Indian Cmty. v. Zinke, 

889 F.3d 584, 602 (9th Cir. 2018) (agency cannot offer “an explanation for its decision that runs 

counter to the evidence before the agency”) (quotation omitted).   

 

 Importantly, the PTSQ set by the 2016 Forest Plan does not put a ceiling on timber 

sales—it is only an estimate of how much timber the Tongass expects to sell.  Tongass Land and 

Resource Management Plan, Record of Decision 31 (Dec. 2016) (PTSQ “is also not a ceiling—it 

is an estimate.  It is the annualized average amount of timber expected to be sold over a ten-year 

period ….”).  The so-called “Sustained Yield Limit,” also set by the 2016 Forest Plan, does cap 

total logging, Forest Plan EIS at 2-9, but that limit is set at 248 million board feet, id. at 3-348, 
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many times the amount the Forest Service predicted would be sold before the Service proposed 

to remove roadless protection from the Tongass.  The Sustained Yield Limit therefore does not 

place a meaningful limit on new logging in the Tongass, either. 

  

 The 2016 Forest Plan’s suitable timber designations also do not meaningfully restrain 

additional logging.  Although “timber harvest for the purposes of timber production” is 

apparently not allowed on lands the Service has designated “not suited for timber production,” 

36 C.F.R. § 219.11(d)(1), the Draft EIS itself acknowledges that the Proposed Rule will increase 

the total area of such suitable timber lands by 185,000 acres, Draft EIS at 3-48 through 3-49—an 

area over four times the size of the District of Columbia.  The other action alternatives likewise 

substantially increase the available timber base.  See Draft EIS at 3-46.  The Service is further 

required to revisit its suitable timber designations “at least once every 10 years.”  36 C.F.R. 

§ 219.11(a)(2).  As a result, the Forest Plan’s designations will be up for revision by 2026 at the 

latest, at which time the Service may deem that logging should be allowed on more of the 9.2 

million acres that would be opened for new development under the Proposed Rule.  See also 

Forest Plan EIS at 3-328 (noting that 5.5 million acres of the Tongass “is classified as productive 

forest land; these lands are considered biologically capable of producing industrial wood 

products”). 

 

 The Forest Service must therefore substantiate its claim that logging will not increase on 

the Tongass if the Proposed Rule or any of the Service’s other management alternatives is 

adopted, including by divulging the analysis on which it is basing that conclusion.  See Native 

Vill. of Point Hope, 740 F.3d at 499-505; Nat. Res. Def. Council v. U.S. Forest Serv., 421 F.3d 

797, 812 (9th Cir. 2005) (holding EIS violated NEPA where its calculations of the employment 

effects of an agency proposal were based on a “mistaken interpretation” of an economic study); 

see Ecology Ctr. v. Castaneda, 574 F.3d 652, 667 (9th Cir. 2009) (“NEPA requires that the 

Forest Service disclose the hard data supporting its expert opinions to facilitate the public’s 

ability to challenge agency action.”).  If the Service cannot rationally justify this claim, it must 

analyze and disclose the expected impacts of logging, including on fish, wildlife, water 

resources, and climate, as required by NEPA.  See 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2)(C). 

III. The Draft EIS Inadequately Analyzes and Unlawfully Discounts the Proposed 

 Rule’s  Potential Climate Impacts  

 

 The Draft EIS further unlawfully discounts the Proposed Rule’s potential climate 

impacts, including by discarding sub silentio the Service’s earlier conclusions that logging in the 

Tongass can cause significant greenhouse gas emissions.  As discussed, the Tongass National 

Forest is a critical sink for greenhouse gas emissions.  The Draft EIS explains: 

The Tongass stores more forest carbon than any other national forest in the United 

States … , due to its very large size and high density carbon.  As such, an 

important ecosystem service sustained by this forest is carbon uptake and storage 

(i.e., the removal of carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and storage of it in live 

or dead biomass as well as organic soil matter).  This makes the Tongass, along 

with forests worldwide, an important component in the global carbon cycle.   
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Draft EIS at 3-123. 

 Despite the Tongass’s importance for the global climate, the Draft EIS concludes that the 

Proposed Rule, as well as any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS, would 

cause a “negligible” increase in greenhouse gas emissions because, according to the Service, the 

amount of logging will not change.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  As discussed above, however, the Draft 

EIS provides no justification for the Service’s conclusion that logging levels will not increase if 

the Tongass exemption is adopted.  The Service’s analysis of the potential greenhouse gas 

emissions of reducing Tongass roadless area protection is therefore unsupported and legally 

deficient.   

 

 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount the climate impacts of logging in the Tongass 

by claiming that logging causes little or no net greenhouse gas emissions.  In this regard, the 

Draft EIS asserts that “[i]n some cases, removing carbon from forests for human use can result in 

lower net contributions of [greenhouse gases] to the atmosphere than if the forest was not 

managed, when accounting for carbon stored in wood products, substitution effects, and forest 

regrowth.”  Draft EIS at 3-125.  For example, “management activities” can “result in long-term 

maintenance or increases in forest carbon uptake and storage by improving forest health and 

resilience to various types of stressors.”  Draft EIS at 3-123.  According to the Draft EIS, 

“[c]arbon can also be transferred and stored outside of the forest system in the form of wood 

products, further influencing the amount of carbon entering the atmosphere.”  Draft EIS at 3-123. 

  

 These findings are inconsistent with findings the Service made just three years ago when 

it adopted the 2016 Tongass National Forest Plan.  As the Service explained in the Final EIS for 

that Plan, a scientific study found that “even when timber is used for permanent construction 

purposes, 35 to 45 percent of the wood’s biomass is lost to sawdust or scraps created during 

processing.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16; accord id. at 3-20.  As a result, “the final amount of carbon 

ultimately stored in permanent construction is much less than what was originally harvested.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon 1990, attached as Exhibit 1); accord id. at 3-20.  Further, 

the carbon in wood products produced from logging “will transition back into the atmosphere 

over time as they degrade or are disposed of.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-20.  Thus, “because harvest 

levels” in Alaska “peaked in the 1970s, and much of the resulting wood products may now be in 

landfills, wood products from the Alaska Region are now believed to be a net emitter of carbon.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing Barrett 2014, attached as Exhibit 2).  In addition, some wood 

products resulting from logging in the Tongass “could be burned as part of biomass energy 

production, which would rapidly release the stored carbon into the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS 

at 3-20 (citing Holtsmark 2012, attached as Exhibit 3; DellaSala and Koopman 2015, attached as 

Exhibit 4). 

 

 The Final EIS for the 2016 Forest Plan also states that “timber harvesting and active 

forest management can affect”—negatively— “a forest’s ability to store and ultimately sequester 

carbon.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Scientific research, for example, “suggested that a logged 

forest would emit substantial amounts of carbon for at least the first 15 years following harvest, 

and that a young regenerating forest would remain a net carbon emitter for up to 50 years.”  

Forest Plan EIS at 3-20 (citing DellaSala 2016, attached as Exhibit 5).  Another study “suggested 
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that it can take more than 200 years following a timber harvest for forests to reach … the point 

where carbon released from the initial harvest as well as ongoing decay of organic materials 

equals the amount of carbon that is absorbed into the system.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16 (citing 

Janisch and Harmon 2002, attached as Exhibit 6); accord id. at 3-20.  Other studies of forestry in 

Southeast Alaskan ecosystems “indicate that the Tongass National Forest would generate a net 

release of carbon to the atmosphere if active harvest of old growth is pursued ….”  Forest Plan 

EIS at 3-16 (citing Harmon et al. 1990; Leighty et al. 2006, attached as Exhibit 7); accord Law et 

al., Land use strategies to mitigate climate change in carbon dense temperate forests, Proceedings 

of the National Academy of Sciences (Jan. 2018) (attached as Exhibit 8) (finding that forest 

management in Oregon, including logging, emitted the equivalent of over 34 million tons of 

carbon dioxide between 2011 and 2015); Buotte et al. (attached as Exhibit 9) (concluding that 

preserving certain temperate forests in the western United States could sequester the equivalent 

of about six years of fossil fuel emissions from the same region). 

 

 Based on these and other studies, the Forest Service concluded when it adopted the 2016 

Tongass Forest Plan “that the past harvests and management of the Forest has likely resulted in a 

net release of carbon to the atmosphere due in part to the practice of harvesting of old-growth 

timber on the Forest.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-16.  Likewise, future logging contemplated under the 

2016 Forest Plan “would result in a net release of carbon to the atmosphere.”  Forest Plan EIS at 

3-21. 

  

 The Draft EIS for the Proposed Rule does not analyze or address these findings in the 

2016 Forest Plan EIS, which contradict the Forest Service’s present conclusion that logging in 

the Tongass can reduce, rather than increase, carbon emissions.  The Draft EIS thus fails to 

explain the Service’s change in position regarding the carbon impacts of logging, as required by 

governing law.  California by & through Becerra v. U.S. Dep’t of the Interior, 381 F. Supp. 3d 

1153, 1166 n.8 (N.D. Cal. 2019) (“[T]he Supreme Court requires a detailed or reasoned 

explanation when the current findings in support of a policy change contradict earlier 

findings ….”).   

 

 The Draft EIS further attempts to discount carbon emissions from logging in the Tongass 

by asserting that any such emissions will be small on a global scale.  Draft EIS at 3-126.  This 

assertion also contradicts the 2016 Forest Plan EIS, in which the Service found that the Tongass 

National Forest by itself is “a critical component in the global carbon cycle.”  Forest Plan EIS at 

3-13; see also Forest Plan EIS at 3-19 (“The Tongass National Forest plays an important role in 

[the] amount of carbon that is stored globally as well as the global climatic condition ….”).  The 

Forest Service thus concluded in the Forest Plan EIS that “land management and other actions 

taken on the Tongass National Forest can affect climate change at a local, regional, and global 

scale.”  Forest Plan EIS at 3-19.  The Draft EIS does not explain why it departed from these 

previous findings, either.  California by & through Becerra, 381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.   

 

 The Draft EIS’s assertion that logging under the Proposed Rule “would have a small 

contribution to [greenhouse gas] emissions and therefore would have a negligible effect on … 

climate change,” Draft EIS at 3-126, is further inconsistent with the Council on Environmental 

Quality’s (“CEQ”) 2016 guidance on how agencies should evaluate greenhouse gas emissions 
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under NEPA.  As CEQ explained in that guidance document, “a statement that emissions from a 

proposed Federal action represent only a small fraction of global emissions is essentially a 

statement about the nature of the climate change challenge” and is therefore not “an appropriate 

method for characterizing the potential impacts associated with a proposed action and its 

alternatives.”  CEQ, Final Guidance for Federal Departments and Agencies on Consideration of 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and the Effects of Climate Change in NEPA Reviews 11 (Aug. 1, 

2016).1  Although the Trump Administration withdrew this CEQ guidance in 2017, see CEQ, 

Withdrawal of Final Guidance, 82 Fed. Reg. 16,576 (Apr. 5, 2017), CEQ’s 2016 findings still 

hold true today, and demonstrate why the Draft EIS’s dismissive climate analysis is inadequate 

under NEPA. 

  

 In sum, the Service must explain why it believes its 2016 conclusions regarding the 

climate impacts of logging in the Tongass are no longer valid.  California by & through Becerra, 

381 F. Supp. 3d at 1166 n.8.  The Service must also revise its climate analysis to provide “a 

reasonable, good faith, and objective presentation” of the Proposed Rule’s climate impacts, 

including by accounting for the Service’s 2016 findings cited above, which contradict the Draft 

EIS’s findings.  Nat. Res. Def. Council, 421 F.3d at 811 (such revision may be necessary 

“[w]here the information in the initial EIS was so incomplete or misleading that the 

decisionmaker and the public could not make an informed comparison of the alternatives”); Ctr. 

for Biological Diversity v. Nat’l Highway Traffic Safety Admin., 538 F.3d 1172, 1225 (9th Cir. 

2008) (holding environmental assessment was unlawful where agency’s conclusion that rule’s 

climate impacts would not be significant lacked adequate record support). 

 

IV. The Draft EIS Fails to Rationally Assess Impacts to Migratory Birds 

 

 The Draft EIS also ignores or unlawfully discounts potential impacts to migratory birds.  

As discussed, the Draft EIS arbitrarily dismisses impacts to migratory birds as negligible or, at 

worst, minor, on the ground that logging will not increase in the Tongass if roadless area 

protections are weakened or eliminated.  Draft EIS at 3-101.  The Service must either provide a 

rational justification for this finding or analyze and disclose the potential impacts new logging 

will have on migratory birds.  

 

 The Draft EIS in particular largely ignores potential impacts to shorebirds and waterfowl.  

The Draft EIS focuses on impacts to birds that occupy old growth forests in the Tongass, Draft 

EIS at 3-86, but the Draft EIS also acknowledges that new roadbuilding in the Tongass, 

including new roadbuilding associated with logging, could increase the amount of sediment 

delivered to streams.  Draft EIS 3-112 (“Roads have been found to contribute more sediment to 

streams than any other land management activity ….”).  Such sediment can impact wetlands 

associated with streams and nearshore marine habitats, including habitat used by many 

                                                 
1 Available at https://ceq.doe.gov/docs/ceq-regulations-and-guidance/

nepa_final_ghg_guidance.pdf.   
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shorebirds and waterfowl.  Draft EIS at 3-117 (“Sediment runoff to streams from land-based 

activities could have some effects to nearshore marine habitat ….”).  Logging may also affect 

wetlands directly, as the Draft EIS acknowledges.  Draft EIS at 3-113.  However, the Draft EIS 

fails to analyze or disclose potential impacts to waterfowl and shorebirds that use wetlands and 

other nearshore or riparian areas that may be impacted by logging and roadbuilding.  The Forest 

Service must correct this error and fully disclose these impacts in the Final EIS. 

 

V. The Draft EIS Unlawfully Postpones Analysis of Key Impacts  

 

 The Draft EIS further unlawfully defers analysis of certain environmental impacts until 

the Service receives specific development proposals.  “NEPA is not designed to postpone 

analysis of an environmental consequence to the last possible moment.”  Kern v. U.S. Bureau of 

Land Mgmt., 284 F.3d 1062, 1072 (9th Cir. 2002).  Instead, the agency must analyze the 

environmental consequences of a broadly applicable rule or policy when such impacts are 

“readily apparent at the time the EIS was prepared.”  Id. at 1073. 

 

 The Draft EIS improperly defers analysis of environmental impacts that are foreseeable 

now, before any specific projects have been proposed pursuant to the Proposed Rule’s lax 

management framework.  For example, the Draft EIS declines to consider impacts to nearshore 

marine habitats due to roadbuilding, logging, and associated activities, on the ground that “[s]ite-

specific nearshore marine habitat-disturbing actions, or any other ground-disturbing action, are 

not … directly authorized under the” Proposed Rule.  Draft EIS at 3-117.  The Draft EIS 

likewise dismisses potential impacts to water quantity and quality because “[i]mpacts to water 

quantity or quality would be based on site-specific proposals, which are currently unknown, and 

would be addressed in subsequent project environmental analyses.”  Draft EIS at 1-8; see also id. 

at 1-8 through 1-9 (dismissing on the same ground impacts to soil characteristics, “general 

wildlife habitat,” “general aquatic species,” “essential fish habitat,” and wetlands). 

 

 Although it is true that the Forest Service cannot, at this stage, describe site-specific 

impacts of logging and roadbuilding with particularity, it can examine the general extent of such 

impacts caused by removing or weakening Roadless Rule protection.  Thus, for example, the 

Service may not be able to determine at this time whether logging will impact a specific 

nearshore wetland, but it nevertheless has adequate information to determine how many 

additional wetlands are likely to be degraded if the Proposed Rule is adopted.  Similarly, 

although the Service cannot predict at this time which rivers or streams will be affected by 

sedimentation associated with new roadbuilding, the Service can estimate the extent to which 

stream water quality throughout the Forest will be affected, based on the well-established fact 

that roadbuilding causes significant sediment pollution.  Draft EIS at 3-112 (“Roads have been 

found to contribute more sediment to streams than any other land management activity ….”).  

The Service therefore may not lawfully defer analyzing these impacts, which are a “readily 

apparent” consequence of the Proposed Rule.  Kern, 284 F.3d at 1072-73; Ctr. for Biological 

Diversity v. Bureau of Land Mgmt., 422 F. Supp. 2d 1115, 1165 (N.D. Cal. 2006) (agency 

unlawfully “deferred any consideration of the environmental impact” of a management plan on 

endemic invertebrates).  
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VI. The Forest Service Must Reinitiate Endangered Species Act Consultation Before 

 Adopting the Proposed Rule 

 

 The Forest Service must also reinitiate ESA consultation with NMFS and FWS before 

finalizing the Proposed Rule.  As discussed, consultation is required before a federal agency may 

take any action that may affect ESA-listed species.  See California ex rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 

1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation before promulgating new rule 

replacing Roadless Rule). 

 The Draft EIS acknowledges that logging and associated industrial activity could impact 

federally-listed species, including humpback whales and short-tailed albatross.  Draft EIS at 3-91 

through 3-92.  As to humpback whales, the Draft EIS explains that the whales “could be exposed 

to disturbance and noise associated with [log transfer facility] activity, young-growth timber 

harvest in the beach fringe, … potential collisions with vessels, and fuel or oil spills associated 

with vessel traffic.”  Draft EIS at 3-92.  Short-tailed albatross, in turn, “could be affected by 

reduced marine water quality due to activities in the nearshore environment, including [log 

transfer facility] use, log raft towing, vessel traffic, and timber harvest within the beach fringe.”  

Draft EIS at 3-92.   

 However, the Draft EIS finds that impacts to these species associated with the Proposed 

Rule and other management alternatives “would be essentially unchanged” from the status quo 

“because predicted harvest volumes would be the same under each alternative and the potential 

for other developments would be similar.”  Draft EIS at 3-92 (discussing humpback whale 

impacts); see id. (impacts to short-tailed albatross “are expected to remain comparable to that 

anticipated under the current Forest Plan”).  Thus, the Forest Service concludes that it can 

continue to rely on a biological assessment prepared for the 2016 Forest Plan and that additional 

ESA consultation regarding listed species is not required.  See Draft EIS at 3-92. 

 The Service is wrong that it may forgo additional consultation.  As discussed, the 

Service’s prediction that logging will not increase if roadless areas are opened to new 

development is unsubstantiated.  Thus, impacts to humpback whales and short-tailed albatross 

could increase, contrary to the Forest Service’s dubious prediction.  Under these uncertain 

circumstances, consultation with the expert wildlife agencies will be critical in reaching an 

informed conclusion about whether the Proposed Rule could impact these listed species in a 

manner that violates the ESA.  Karuk Tribe of California, 681 F.3d at 1020 (“The purpose of 

consultation is to obtain the expert opinion of wildlife agencies to determine whether the action 

is likely to jeopardize a listed species or adversely modify its critical habitat and, if so, to identify 

reasonable and prudent alternatives that will avoid the action’s unfavorable impacts.”).  ESA 

consultation for these species is therefore required before the Service may proceed with adopting 

the Proposed Rule or any other management alternative discussed in the Draft EIS.  California ex 

rel. Lockyer, 575 F.3d at 1019 (Forest Service was required to engage in ESA consultation 

before promulgating new rule replacing Roadless Rule); see also 50 C.F.R. § 402.16 

(“Reinitiation of consultation is required … [i]f new information reveals effects of the action that 

may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously 

considered[.]”).  
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CONCLUSION 

 

 For the reasons stated, the Proposed Rule fails to comply with NEPA, APA, and ESA 

requirements, and cannot be adopted in its current form.  The other management alternatives 

discussed in the Draft EIS are likewise unlawful for the same reasons.  The undersigned States 

therefore urge the Forest Service to correct these fundamental legal defects or withdraw the 

Proposed Rule. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

 XAVIER BECERRA 

Attorney General  

 

By: /s/ Joshua R. Purtle 

JOSHUA R. PURTLE 

Deputy Attorney General 

DAVID A. ZONANA 

Supervising Deputy Attorney General 

      1515 Clay Street, 20th Floor 

      Oakland, CA 94612-0550 

      Telephone: (510) 879-0098    

      joshua.purtle@doj.ca.gov 

 

 

      FOR THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

 

      ROBERT W. FERGUSON 

      Attorney General 

  

      By: /s/ Aurora Janke 

      AURORA JANKE 

      Assistant Attorney General 

      Washington Attorney General’s Office     

      Counsel for Environmental Protection 

      800 5th Ave Ste. 2000 TB-14 

      Seattle, Washington 98104-3188 

      Telephone: (206) 233-3391 

      Aurora.Janke@atg.wa.gov 
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      FOR THE STATE OF OREGON  

 

      ELLEN F. ROSENBLUM 

      Attorney General 

 

      By: /s/ Paul Garrahan 

      PAUL GARRAHAN 

      Attorney-in-Charge 

      STEVE NOVICK 

      Special Assistant Attorney General 

      Natural Resources Section 

      Oregon Department of Justice 

      1162 Court Street NE 

      Salem, OR 97301-4096 

      Telephone: (503) 947-4593 

      Paul.Garrahan@doj.state.or.us 

      Steve.Novick@doj.state.or.us 

 

 

      FOR THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 

 

      KWAME RAOUL 

      Attorney General 

 

      By: /s/ Jason E. James 

      JASON E. JAMES 

      Assistant Attorney General 

      Matthew J. Dunn 

      Chief, Environmental Enf./Asbestos Litig. Div. 

      Office of the Attorney General 

      Environmental Bureau 

      69 W. Washington St., 18th Floor 

      Chicago, IL 60602 

      Telephone: (312) 814-0660 
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    FOR THE STATE OF NEW YORK 

 

    LETITIA JAMES  

    Attorney General  

 

    By: /s/ Mihir A. Desai 

    Mihir A. Desai 

    Assistant Attorney General 

    Anthony Dvarskas 

    Chief Environmental Scientist 

    New York State Office of the Attorney General 

    Environmental Protection Bureau 

    28 Liberty Street, 19th Floor 

    New York, NY 10005 

    mihir.desai@ag.ny.gov 

    anthony.dvarskas@ag.ny.gov 

 

 

    FOR THE COMMONWEALTH OF   

    MASSACHUSETTS 

 

    MAURA HEALEY 

    Attorney General  

 

    By: /s/ Matthew Ireland 

    MATTHEW IRELAND  

    Assistant Attorney General 

    Environmental Protection Division  

    Office of the Attorney General  

    One Ashburton Place, 18th Floor  

    Boston, MA 02108 

    Telephone: (617) 727-2200 
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 1 



overlapping reflections was very clear. For
the powder pattern of (Mg0.81Fe0.19)SiO3
tetragonal garnet, on the other hand, line
splitting was not clear except for the (400)-
(004) doublet and the (240)-(402)-(204)
triplet; other overlapping reflections were
diffused and looked like one broad peak.
Under the optical microscope, sections of

the tetragonal garnet phase exhibited low
birefringence. In one of the runs on a start-
ing material of (Mgo.8Feo.2)Si03 composi-
tion, an isotropic phase was optically detect-
ed; however, the x-ray diffraction pattern
resembled that of tetragonal garnet that was
synthesized from the same starting material,
showing small splitting of some peaks. An
electron microprobe analysis indicated that
the chemical composition of this optically
isotropic phase was also x = 0.19(1) [where
x = Fe/(Fe + Mg)], A1203 S 0.1% by
weight, with no other contaminants present.
The lattice parameters determined by the
WPPD method are a = 11.5323(3) A and c
= 11.4541(4) A, with Rwp = 3.6%, which
are essentially the values of isochemical te-
tragonal garnet. In conclusion, this "isotro-
pic" phase is identified as tetragonal garnet.
It may appear "isotropic' on account of the
fineness of the crystal grain size. The micro-
crystallinity (<2 ,um) is a remarkable micro-
scopic feature of the tetragonal garnets syn-
thesized in the present study.
Kato (9) reported in the conclusion of his

experimental studies of the MgSiO3-FeSiO3
system that the cubic garnet phase with a
normal garnet structure (majorite) is stable
in the range of composition 0.2 < x < 0.4
at 20 GPa and 2000°C, whereas the tetrago-
nal garnet phase is stable for x < 0.2. We
carried out a series of experiments with a
starting composition of x = 0.3 as well but
could not observe cubic garnet; we observed
only a small amount of optically anisotropic
tetragonal phase in insufficient proportions
for x-ray diffraction analysis. The major pro-
portion ofthe sample product was an assem-
blage of spinel and stishovite when experi-
mental temperature was somewhat low and
quench crystals from liquid when it was
somewhat high. (The experiments were per-
formed several times at temperatures around
2000°C.) Our present observations thus do
not suggest the existence ofthe cubic gamet
phase. It is possible that Kato (9) might
have misidentified "isotropic" tetragonal
garnet as "cubic" garnet.
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D REFORESTATION HAS BEEN A

source ofincreasing C in the atmo-
sphere in the last century (1-9).

However, it has recently been suggested that
the CO2 content ofthe atmosphere could be
reduced if slowly growing, "decadent," old-
growth forests were converted to faster
growing, younger, intensively managed for-
ests (10). Such suggestions may seem rea-

sonable at first glance in that young forests
have higher net primary productivity than
old-growth forests (11). But such reasoning
disregards the critical factor, which is the
amount ofC stored within a forest, not the
annual rate ofC uptake.

In this report, we explore the effects that
conversion ofold-growth to younger forests
has on atmospheric CO2 and terrestrial C
budgets. We use three lines of evidence: the
current disposition ofC resulting from cut-
ting old-growth timber, a model of C
dynamics in old-growth and second-growth
forests, and a comparison ofC storage in an

old-growth and a young forest by means of
simulation.
Approximately 42% of the timber cur-

rently harvested in the Pacific Northwest
enters long-term storage (products with a
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life-span of >5 years) in forms such as

structural components of buildings (Fig. 1).
This level is significantly higher than the
historical level, which was as low as 20% in
the 1950s (12). The long-term average is
considerably lower than the current value
because 75% of the timber harvested in the
last 100 years in Oregon and Washington
was cut before 1960 (13).
At least 15% ofthe wood fiber in a typical

harvest is left behind as broken or defective
(14, 15). Some of this material is used for
fuel or paper production and is therefore
quickly converted to atmospheric CO2. Of
the C removed from the site, 11% is in bark
(16), which is either burned or composted
to form mulch. Most of the tree volume
removed from a stand is used in lumber
production (17). When undecayed harvested
wood is converted to boards or plywood, at
least 35 to 45% is lost to sawdust or scrap
during production (15). Some of this waste
material is used in particle- and wafer-board
production, but most is consumed as fuel or
converted to paper. Production of paper,
even with recycling, results in a loss ofCO2
to the atmosphere, in that only 46 to 58% of
primary paper production is recovered as

fiber (15) and the residue serves largely as

fuel.
The result of all this activity is that, of the

325 Mg of C per hectare harvested from a

typical old-growth forest, 187 Mg ofC per
hectare may be lost to the atmosphere from
paper production, fuel consumpton, or de-
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Effects on Carbon Storage of Conversion of
Old-Growth Forests to Young Forests

MARK E. HARMON, WILLIAM K. FERRELL, JERRY F. FRANKLIN

Simulations ofcarbon storage suggest that conversion ofold-growth forests to young
fast-growing forests will not decrease atmospheric carbon dioxide (CO2) in general, as
has been suggested recently. During simulated timber harvest, on-site carbon storage is
reduced considerably and does not approach old-growth storage capacity for at least
200 years. Even when sequestration of carbon in wooden buildings is induded in the
models, timber harvest results in a net flux of CO2 to the atmosphere. To offset this
effect, the production oflumber and other long-term wood products, as well as the life-
span of buildings, would have to increase markedly. Mass balance calculations indicate
that the conversion of5 x 106 hectares ofold-growth forests to younger plantations in
western Oregon and Washington in the last 100 years has added 1.5 x 109 to
1.8 x 109 megagrams of carbon to the atmosphere.
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composition (Fig. 1). The proportion of
young forests converted to long-termn stor-
age is probably even lower than that of old-
growth forests because less breakage or de-
fect will be offset by less recovery of boards
and plywood (15). Ifwe assume that 45% of
the boles in a 60-year-old stand is converted
to long-term storage, harvest of a 60-year-
old forest will still result in a net loss to the
atmosphere of 132 Mg ofC per hectare. For
wood harvested from either old-growth or
young-growth forests, the "long-term" stor-
age is perhaps 200 years at most (18).
We constructed a computer simulation

model to examine the temporal dynamics of
C storage in the Douglas fir and hemlock
(Pseudotsuga-Tsuga) ecosystems common to
the Pacific Northwest. This nonlinear differ-
ence model with a 1-year time step tracks C
storage in the following forest components:
foliage, branchwood, boles, coarse roots,
fine roots, fine woody debris, forest floor,
coarse woody debris, and light and heavy
soil C (19). Data for the biomass, produc-
tion, and C turnover of these components
were compiled for young and old-growth
Douglas fir and hemlock forests growing on
the west side of the Oregon and Washing-
ton Cascade Mountain Range.

For the purposes of analysis, we adopted
several assumptions: that changing climatic
conditions and CO2 concentrations would
not affect processing rates; that net produc-
tion of bole wood and bark for all simula-
tions would peak at 30 years at 8.5 Mg ofC
per hectare per year (20, 21); and that
repeated harvesting would not reduce long-
term site productivity. The latter assump-
tion is conservative in that repeated harvest
may well reduce productivity (22) and detri-
tal storage (23). In the simulations, we
compared and assessed the effect on C stor-
age of (i) a natural disturbance versus timber
harvest, (ii) a 50% increase in the decompo-
sition rate after disturbance versus no in-
crease, and (iii) the removal of logging
residues versus no removal in repeated har-
vests on a 60-year rotation.
The simulated biomass accumulation rates

matched those for the old-growth condition

Fig. 1. Flow of C (megagrams per
hectare) into long- and short-term stor-
age components after harvest of a 1-ha

reakage old-growth forest. Data are from stud-
ies on Douglas fir and western hemlock
(14-17). Boards and plywood are as-
sumed to enter long-term storage (>5
years). Sawdust, scrap, and pulp are
assumed to enter short-tern storage.

age
due

closely (+2%) but were 25% higher than
actual values for natural stands at 60 years
(Table 1), matching more closely the values
for plantations (20). Harvest of old-growth
forests reduced C storage for at least 250
years, and, interestingly, a natural distur-
bance such as fire or windthrow also re-
duced storage but much less drastically (Fig.
2). Storage declined with harvest both with
and without an assumption of increased
decomposition with disturbance, although
the decrease was larger with this assump-
tion. The decomposition rate of the forest
floor has increased with harvest in other
forest ecosystems (24) and is expected to
increase in the Pacific Northwest because
sapwood volume is greater in woody detri-
tus from young trees than from old trees
(25) and leaf-litter decay is greater early in
succession (26).
Although detrital components store 25 to

30% of the C in Douglas fir and hemlock
ecosystems, they can be strongly and nega-
tively affected by management manipula-
tions. Coarse woody debris, for example,
virtually disappeared in one simulation of
short harvest rotations and intensive utiliza-
tion (23). Soil organic matter, especially the
light fraction (27), most likely will decrease
under intensive management. In simulations
of repeated 60-year harvests, the reduction

in C storage was stabilized after two rota-
tions (Fig. 3). Increases in living-tree stor-
age brought about by genetic improvement,
nutrient fertilization, and CO2 fertilization
(28) may offset some of the losses from
detrital pools. However, even if coarse
woody debris is the only detrital component
reduced (with a reduction of 100 Mg of C
per hectare), these improvements will need
to nearly double the mean annual increment
at rotation age to offset the losses.

In a comparison of total C storage, there
was 2.2 to 2.3 times as much storage in a
450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga natural stand
as in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga plantation
(Table 1). However, over a landscape, man-
aged forests in the full range of age classes
store less C than a forest of uniform age.
With the assumption of a sustained forest
yield, one can calculate the mean C stored in
a landscape after conversion from the old-
growth condition by averaging over the first
t years of the simulation, where t is rotation
age. For landscapes with rotations of50, 75,
and 100 years, the C stored would be at
most 38, 44, and 51%, respectively, of that
stored in the old-growth stand (29). As
discussed above, these differences are con-
servative because storage in detrital compo-
nents would be greatly reduced with repeat-
ed harvest.

Conversion of old-growth forests to
young plantations invariably reduces C stor-
age, even when structural components in
buildings are considered. Comparison ofthe
actual biomass of an old-growth forest and
that of a 60-year-old forest of similar site
quality indicates that C storage is reduced
350 Mg of C per hectare by conversion,
again a conservative estimate because forests
continue to lose mass for three decades after
disturbance. Model results accounting for
this process indicate that C storage is re-
duced on site by 370 Mg ofC per hectare as
a result of conversion. However, C stored

Table 1. Carbon (33) storage in a 60-year-old Pseudotsuga forest and a 450-year-old Pseudotsuga-Tsuga
forest.

60-year-old forest 450-year-old forest
Component Mg of C per Rfrne Mg of C per Rernc

hectare Reference hectare Reference

Foliage 5.5 (20) 6.2 (16)
-7.0 (40)

Branchwood 7.0 (20) 26.3 (16)
Boles (wood and bark) 145 (20) 323 (16)
Coarse roots 29 (34) 71 (16)
Fine roots 5.6 (35) 5.6 (16)
Fine woody debris
and forest floor 7.1 (36) 26 (16)

Coarse woody debris 3.8 (37) 97 (25)
-19 (38)

Soil carbon 56 (39) 56 (16)
Total* 259 to 274 611 to 612

*Range given because of variation in estimates for foliage and coarse woody debris.
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off site in buildings offsets some of the
reductions in on-site storage. Given a 42%
conversion of the boles to structural compo-
nents in buildings and a 2% annual replace-
ment of the structures, the conversion of
old-growth to younger forests reduces stor-
age by 305 Mg of C per hectare in one 60-
year rotation. Unless utilization standards
greatly increase and structural components
in buildings can be made to have greater life
expectancy, it is doubtful that repeated har-
vests can offset the original losses caused by
conversion (30).

Conversion of old-growth forests in the
Pacific Northwest has been a significant
source of C in the atmosphere. In western
Oregon and Washington there are 10 x 106
ha of commercial forest land (31). If we use
as a basis the age-class structure of large,
uncut areas, such as those in Mount Rainier
and Olympic national parks, we calculate
that 7 x 106 ha were probably in an old-
growth condition in 1890. Currently,
2 x 106 ha of old growth remain (31); thus
5 x 106 ha have been converted. If C stor-
age has been reduced by -305 to -370 Mg
of C per hectare by the conversion,
1.5 x 109 to 1.8 x 109 Mg of C has been
added to the atmosphere in the last century.
In reality, the total flux from this region
from changes in land use will have been
considerably higher because of the harvest
of second-growth forest, widespread fires,
and the removal offorest land from produc-
tion by such processes as road construction
and urbanization. Given the small area we
are considering, a mere 0.017% of the
earth's land surface, old-growth forest con-
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Fig. 2. Carbon storage, expressed as a percentage
of old-growth storage, in a simulation of a Doug-
las fir and hemlock old-growth ecosystem dis-
turbed by fire or timber harvest. The assumptions
are that fire used in site preparation will remove

50% of the fine woody debris and forest floor and
25% of the coarse woody debris. The simulation
was run with two scenarios: (A) disturbance is
followed by a 50% increase in the decomposition
rate, which decreases 3% annually and reaches
old-growth values in 100 years; (B) disturbance
does not affect decomposition rates.
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Fig 3. Carbon storage expressed as a perccntage
of old-growth storage in a simulation of repeated
harvests on a 60-year rotation. The assumptions
arc that sitc productivity will not change, that
disturbance will inittially increase decomposition
rates 50%1, and that fire used in site preparation
will remove 50% of the fine woody debris and
forest floor and 25% of the coarse woody debris.
Three scenarios were examined: (i) coarse woody
debris and residues such as defcctive boles are left
on site; (ii) coarse woody debris is left but other
residues are removed; and (iii) all residues are left,
but 45% of harvested wood is converted to long-
term storage (buildings and other structures) with
a 2% annual loss.

version appears to account for a noteworthy
2% of the total C released because of land
use changes in the last 100 years (6, 7, 32).
Although reintroducing forests to defor-

ested regions wisl increase C storage in the
biotafl conversion of old-growth forests to
younger forests under current harvesting
and use conditions has added and wige con-
tinue to add C to the atmnosphere. This
conclusion is likely to hold in most forests in
which the age ofharvest is less than the age
required to reach the old-growth stage of
succession. The amount of C added by
conversion will vary among forests, depend-

rg on tflormaxn25 um storage capawty and
the disference between the timber rotation
age and the age of the old-growth state
wiesin the given ecosystem.
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An Aptian Plant with Attached Leaves and Flowers:
Implications for Angiospern Origin

DAVID WINSHIP TAYLOR AND LEO J. HicKEY

Recent phylogenetic studies and fossil finds support a new view of the ancestral
angiosperm. A diminutive fossil angiosperm from the Aptian ofAustralia has attached
leaves, with intermediate pinnate-palmate, low-rank venation, and lateral axes bearing
pistillate organs subtended by bracts and bracteoles that are the oldest direct evidence
of flowers. A variety of data suggests a similar morphology for the ancestral
angiosperm. This hypothesis explains similarities between rhizomatous to herbaceous
Magnoliidae and basal monocots, scarcity of early angiosperm wood, and lack of
recognition of earlier remains.

T HE OLDEST UNEQUIVOCAL ANGIO-
sperm remains, mostly dispersed or-
gans, are from Lower Cretaceous

strata. Fossil pollen is reported from the
Hauterivian of England and Barremian of
West Africa (1), and leaves from the Barre-
mian to Aptian of eastern North America
(2). Unequivocal angiosperm flowers (3)
and wood (4) first appear during the Albian.
These remains show affinities to taxa with
diminutive stature and reproductive organs
(2, 5-7) and to taxa with shrub to tree habit
and moderate-sized, complex flowers (2, 3).
The early and possibly oldest occurrence of
the former conflicts with the existing theory
that the ancestral angiosperm was a small
tree or shrub, with pinnately veined, simple
leaves and flowers of moderate to large size
with numerous reproductive parts (8),
though other views have been proposed (2,
9, 10).
We recently recognized the angiosper-

mous affinities of a plant described by Drin-
nan and Chambers as a fern ("Marsileales ?
indet?") (11) from the Aptian Korumburra
Group of the Gippsland Basin at Koon-
warra, Victoria, Australia (11-13). This fos-
sil has leaves and attached female inflores-
cences (Fig. lA), which are the oldest un-
equivocal angiosperm reproductive struc-

tures. The only angiospermous pollen
reported from Koonwarra, Clavatipollenites
hughesii (12), is of a type having the earliest
range of any flowering plant. Taken togeth-
er, the fossil evidence and recent phyloge-
netic analyses of extant plants (10, 14) are
compatible with a new hypothesis for the
ancestral angiosperm.
The fossil has two leaves attached to the

axis, which bends sharply to the right at the
upper node, and two axillary inflorescences
(Fig. lA). Attachment of the proximal leaf
and distal inflorescence is shown by their
orientation and similarity to the other clear-
ly attached organs. The inflorescences are
masses of overlapping bracts, bracteoloes,
and ovaries; distinct bracts are noticeable at
the apex of the lower inflorescence and
along the right side ofthe upper, where they
overlap the distal petiole.
The axis is thin (1.4 mm wide) and

exhibits longitudinal ridges, which may be
the remains of vascular bundles. Apparent
fragility, an apparently dissected stele, and
co-occurrence of fully expanded, diminutive
leaves with well-developed axillary inflores-
cences suggest a herbaceous habit. Widely
spaced yellow-brown, translucent, discoidal
impressions (0.03 to 0.04 mm; Fig. lG)
occurring throughout the fossil may be the
remains of ethereal oil cells.
The leaves are alternately arranged (Fig.

lA). The lower (Fig. lE) has a long petiole
that clasps the axis, and a lamina that is
apparently folded over distally (Figs. lE and

702

2A). Evidence for folding derives from two
major veins that extend to the margin and
abruptly reverse at the fold; complex, anom-
alously dense higher venation apparently
resulting from superimposition oftwo levels
ofveins; and lack ofa carbonaceous thicken-
ing along the folded margin. The leaf is
simple, unlobed, slightly asymmetrical at the
base, and broadly ovate, to 10.1 mm wide.
The lower laminar margin is darkly stained,
suggesting a thickening, and has an inferred
incipient sinus (at indentation on left; Fig.
1E). The overfolded upper portion appears
to be dissected into three deeply incised
dentations. Evidence for dentations, rather
than tears, is the symmetry of their outline
and vein convergence toward their apices.
A five-stranded vascular trunk emerges

into the leaf blade (Figs. 1E and 2A) with
the medial strand composed oftwo bundles.
The vein pattern qualifies equally as very
loosely and irregularly palinactinodromous
or weakly pinnate with three to four pairs of
secondary veins. The basal two pairs are
crowded proximally and arise as lateral bun-
dles directly from the petiole at an acute
angle. The festooned brochidodromous dis-
tal secondaries have irregular spacing and
angles of origin, branch dichotomously to
form loose and irregular loops in at least two
series, and are poorly differentiated from the
primary and tertiary venation.

Tertiary and higher (to fifth) order veins
(Figs. 1E and 2A) form a random reticulum
in which vein orders cannot be consistently
determined, and the angle of tertiary vein
origin is irregular but mostly acute. A fim-
brial vein appears to be present. Areolation
is apparently incomplete or possibly lacking
over some of the leaf. The leaf-rank (15) is
very low first rank, the lowest of any leaf
described or examined among basal angio-
sperms (16).
The inflorescence (Fig. 1A) is peduncu-

late and cymose, probably a thryse (to 9 mm
long), with ovate bracts (to 3.5 mm long; b
in Fig. 1, A and F) attached to a primary
axis. There appear to be two axillary brac-
teoles (br in Fig. 1F) and within these is at
least one ovary. The small, oblong ovaries
(Fig. 1C; 0.57 mm wide) have a short
stigma (Fig. IC) and no style. There is no
evidence of a suture, and, although the
specially placed stigma is typical of ascidate
carpels, the ovary could be syncarpous.

Leafcharacters alone reveal the angiosper-
mous affinities of the fossil. Random-reticu-
late venation with anastomoses at several
vein orders, a multistrand splaying out into
the laminar base forming an indeterminate
actinodromous-brochidodromous venation,
and incomplete areoles occur in combina-
tion only in angiosperms (5, 16). In addi-
tion, the morphology of the reproductive

SCIENCE, VOL. 247

37. D. W. Cole, S. P. Gessell, S. F. Dice, in Proceedings,
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Maine Press, Orono, 1968), pp. 197-233.

38. We assumed that 15% ofold-growth boles would be
left on site because of defect and breakage and 25%
would be consumed by broadcast burning during
site preparation, and the subsequent annual decay
rate would be 2%.

39. We assumed no loss of soil C due to harvest as
indicated by R. Boone, D. P. Sollins, and K.
Cromack, Jr. [Ecology 69, 714 (1988)].

40. This estimate is based on litter-fail data and assumes
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Effects of Management on Carbon
Sequestration in Forest Biomass in

Southeast Alaska
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ABSTRACT

The Tongass National Forest (Tongass) is the largest

national forest and largest area of old-growth forest

in the United States. Spatial geographic informa-

tion system data for the Tongass were combined

with forest inventory data to estimate and map

total carbon stock in the Tongass; the result was

2.8 ± 0.5 Pg C, or 8% of the total carbon in the

forests of the conterminous USA and 0.25% of the

carbon in global forest vegetation and soils.

Cumulative net carbon loss from the Tongass due

to management of the forest for the period 1900–95

was estimated at 6.4–17.2 Tg C. Using our spatially

explicit data for carbon stock and net flux, we

modeled the potential effect of five management

regimes on future net carbon flux. Estimates of net

carbon flux were sensitive to projections of the rate

of carbon accumulation in second-growth forests

and to the amount of carbon left in standing bio-

mass after harvest. Projections of net carbon flux in

the Tongass range from 0.33 Tg C annual seques-

tration to 2.3 Tg C annual emission for the period

1995–2095. For the period 1995–2195, net flux

estimates range from 0.19 Tg C annual sequestra-

tion to 1.6 Tg C annual emission. If all timber

harvesting in the Tongass were halted from 1995 to

2095, the economic value of the net carbon

sequestered during the 100-year hiatus, assuming

$20/Mg C, would be $4 to $7 million/y (1995 US

dollars). If a prohibition on logging were extended

to 2195, the annual economic value of the carbon

sequestered would be largely unaffected ($3 to

$6 million/y). The potential annual economic value

of carbon sequestration with management maxi-

mizing carbon storage in the Tongass is comparable

to revenue from annual timber sales historically

authorized for the forest.

Key words: carbon sequestration; geographic

information system; climate change; forest

management; Alaska.

INTRODUCTION

Concern over rising levels of atmospheric carbon

dioxide, a primary greenhouse gas (GHG), has gi-

ven impetus to the construction of global carbon

budgets. Forest carbon dynamics are a key com-

ponent of these budgets. Although the Kyoto

Protocol of the UN Framework Convention on

Climate Change provides for a potentially active

and regulated market in Certified Emission

Reduction credits (CERs) for some types of forest

management, implementing such a program has

been controversial, and as of 2006 the United

States has not ratified the Kyoto Protocol. Quan-

tifying sources and sinks of carbon and the fluxes

resulting from forest management is essential for

the accurate estimation of national emissions and

transparent functioning of a CER market that

could help a country meet GHG emission reduction

targets.
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Terrestrial vegetation and soil represent impor-

tant sources and sinks of atmospheric carbon

(Watson and others 2000), with land-use change

accounting for 24% of net annual anthropogenic

emission of GHGs to the atmosphere (Prentice and

others 2001). Managing these terrestrial carbon

stocks to mitigate future climate change requires

information on global and national carbon budgets.

Specifically, the management of public lands rep-

resents a policy challenge, because there is often a

mandate to consider multiple uses, including car-

bon storage or reduced emissions. Consequently,

estimating the potential economic value of the

carbon held in these lands, and the impacts of

management on carbon stocks, may become an

important part of managing public lands.

It is likely that CERs would be allocated based on

the change in total carbon stock caused by a shift in

forest management. Consequently, quantifying net

carbon flux under varied management regimes and

establishing a ‘‘business as usual’’ baseline are key

to planning for future uses of public lands.

We chose to study the carbon implications of

forest management of the Tongass National Forest

(Tongass) in southeast Alaska for several reasons.

First, the Tongass is the largest national forest in

the United States, and it is part of the largest intact

old-growth temperate rainforest in the world

(USDA Forest Service 2005). Second, few esti-

mates of terrestrial carbon pools include Alaska,

and we are aware of no estimates of net carbon

flux that include the Tongass (Turner and others

1995; R. A. Birdsey personal communication).

Based on studies of similar ecosystems in the US

Pacific Northwest, however, it is reasonable to

assume there is a large net carbon flux due to

harvesting in the Tongass (Harmon and others

1990; Smithwick and others 2002). Third, the

dearth of information about carbon flux in the

Tongass has prevented inclusion of the economic

value of carbon storage in the development of

forest management policies for the Tongass. Eco-

nomic value provides a common metric for com-

parison of the relative merits of carbon

management with other goods and services pro-

vided by the forest. Finally, knowledge about the

effects of management regimes on net carbon flux

in the Tongass will help define the relative

importance of the management of these federal

lands on GHG emissions in the United States.

Commercial timber harvesting began in the

Tongass in the early 20th century, and harvest

intensity increased in 1954 after the granting of

two 50-year timber contracts to large pulp mills

(Ketchikan Pulp Corporation and the Alaska Pulp

Corporation). In the 1990s, the timber volume

harvested from the Tongass declined as a result of

the closure of these two pulp mills. There was a net

loss to the Tongass timber program in 1998 of about

$29 million on $6.5 million in timber sales (USDA

Forest Service 2001).

The research reported in this study was designed

to assess Tongass carbon stocks in 1995, historic net

carbon flux from the Tongass, effects of future

management regimes on net carbon flux, and the

economic value of any net carbon sequestration

resulting from possible future management

regimes.

In this research, existing (1995) and historic

carbon stocks of the Tongass were estimated by

integrating geographic information system (GIS)

data with forest inventory data. Then this spatially

explicit model was used with accretion data from

permanent plots to examine the effects of five fu-

ture management regimes on net carbon flux for

the period 1995–2195.

METHODS

The 70,000-km2 Tongass National Forest lies

within the Pacific Northwest coastal temperate

rainforest biome, with average annual precipita-

tion of 150–560 cm, average winter temperatures

of )1� to 10�C, and average summer temperatures

of 10� to 21�C (Nowacki and others 2001). Gla-

ciers covered most of the region 14,000–20,000 y

bp and are now found in some valleys (Nowacki

and others 2001). Stretching 800 km along the

southeast coast of Alaska, the Tongass includes

22,000 islands with forest, muskeg, alpine mea-

dow, rock, fresh water, and ice (Nowacki and

others 2001; Everest and others 1997). Twenty

percent of the area of the Tongass is rock and ice,

12% is densely vegetated forestlands, 43% is

moderately vegetated forestlands, and 25% is

wetlands (USDA Forest Service 2000). The forest

composition of the Tongass in 1995, based on

species frequency in forest inventory data, was

43% Western hemlock (Tsuga heterophylla), 19%

Alaska yellow cedar (Chamaecyparis nootkatensis),

16% mountain hemlock (Tsuga mertensiana), 9%

Sitka spruce (Picea sitchensis), 7% western red ce-

dar (Thuja plicata), 5% lodgepole pine (Pinus con-

torta), and 1% other species (USDA Forest Service

1995b). In the 1970s, over 2000 km2 (3%) of the

Tongass came under the control of Alaska Native

Corporations as a result of the Alaska Native

Claims Settlement Act. These lands were excluded

from this study because they lack comprehensive

forest inventory data.
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Estimate of Existing Carbon Stocks

Calculation of Carbon Stocks at Sample Plots across the

Tongass. Carbon stocks were calculated for each of

the USDA Forest Service 1995 Forest Inventory

Assessment (FIA) Southeast Alaska Grid Inven-

tory’s 2000 systematic sample plots using data from

these plots (USDA Forest Service 1995b). Data on

live and dead vegetation (including diameter,

height, and species), downed woody debris, and

soil (including thickness of Oi, Oe, and Oa hori-

zons) were collected at each sampling plot (USDA

Forest Service 1995b) (see Appendix 1 at <http://

www.springerlink.com>).

We used these data to quantify the following

seven carbon pools for each FIA sampling plot: (a)

trees, (b) saplings/seedlings, (c) standing dead

wood, (d) coarse woody debris (CWD) (average

diameter more than 7.62 cm), (e) small woody

debris (SWD) (average diameter less than 7.62 cm

and large-end diameter more than 2.5 cm), (f)

understory vegetation, and (g) soil.

Allometric equations were used with tree diam-

eter and height data to estimate biomass (Mg/ha)

(see Appendix 2 at <http://www.springer-

link.com>). For species with more than one suit-

able allometric equation, biomass was estimated

using equations resulting in both the lowest and

highest biomass estimates (see Sensitivity Analy-

sis). To address the need to use most of the equa-

tions beyond the range of data from which they

were created, three-dimensional surface plots were

created to confirm consistent behavior of the

equations (for example, no inflection points) over

the range of diameter at breast height (dbh) and

heights to which they were applied. Additionally,

the total amount of carbon in trees larger than the

allometric equation bounds was estimated in our

sensitivity analysis. Root-to-shoot ratios for conif-

erous forests (with the exception of Pinus sylvestris,

a European species) range from 15% to 26%, so

belowground biomass was assumed to be 20% of

aboveground biomass (Santantonio 1977; Cairns

and others 1997; Hamburg and others 1997).

Additionally, belowground biomass was calculated

with the range 15%–26% of aboveground biomass

in our sensitivity analysis. Carbon was assumed to

account for 50% of tree biomass (Hamburg and

others 1997).

Standing dead biomass was calculated with the

same methods used for living trees, but with a decay

factor (0%–100% depending on the extent of decay

and component of the tree) (see Appendix 3 at

<http://www.springerlink.com>). Likewise, the

same allometric equations were used to calculate the

amount of carbon in seedlings and saplings (dbh less

than 2.5 cm and 2.5 to dbh 12.5 cm, respectively).

The amount of carbon in CWD was calculated

using FIA methods ((K. L. Waddel) public com-

munication 2001, An application of line intersect

sampling to estimate attributes of coarse woody

debris in resource inventories, USDA Forest Service

Pacific Northwest Research Station, Forest Sciences

Laboratory) (see Appendix 4 at <http://www.

springerlink.com>). The amount of carbon in SWD

was calculated with the methods described by

Brown (1974) (see Appendix 4 at <http://

www.springerlink.com>).

Understory biomass was calculated using the fo-

liar cover-to-biomass relationships developed in

Alaska by Yarie and Mead (1988). By aggregating

understory species described by Yarie and Mead

into the general taxonomic categories used in the

FIA, we calculated a species-weighted biomass

constant for each FIA category. Biomass in under-

story vegetation was then calculated by multiplying

these constants by foliar percent cover data from

the FIA horizontal/vertical (HV) subplot data. Bio-

mass estimates for each layer described in the FIA

HV data were summed to yield total understory

carbon stocks (Mg C/ha) for each FIA plot.

Soils data from the FIA Grid Inventory were

inadequate for accurately estimating soil carbon in

southeastern Alaska because only the top 50 cm

were sampled, but organic horizons alone are often

much deeper (Alexander and others 1989). Con-

sequently, total soil carbon in organic and mineral

horizons was calculated by applying the soil-cate-

gory carbon stocks developed for the Tongass by

Alexander and others (1989) to each of the more

than 800 soil management units (SMU) in the

Tongass (USDA Soil Conservation Service 1992a,

1992b; 1994; D. V. D’Amore personal communi-

cation 2001). Alexander and others used soil

samples and pedon descriptions to estimate aver-

age organic carbon stock (kg C/m2) for 10 gen-

eral soil categories in the Tongass (see Appendix

5 at <http://www.springerlink.com>). The SMU

scheme defines soil profiles, with the area of each

SMU mapped in polygons in a GIS database (GIS

polygon data define areas with defined attributes).

We began by grouping each SMU into the soil

categories described by Alexander and others

(1989). Then each SMU was assigned the carbon

stock given by Alexander and others for its associ-

ated category. When an SMU was intermediate to

two soil categories, it was assigned to the category

with a lower carbon stock to ensure a conservative

carbon estimate. Finally, total soil carbon in the

Tongass was calculated by multiplying the carbon

Carbon Sequestration in Southeast Alaska Forest 1053



stock assigned to each SMU by its total area. In the

10% of the Tongass where soil type has not been

mapped, mostly wilderness areas, soil carbon stock

was assumed to be the spatially weighted average

of all soil types. Total soil carbon in the Tongass was

also calculated from FIA soil pit data (see Sensitivity

Analysis).

Creation of Spatially Explicit Land-Cover Types and

Carbon Stock Estimates. Existing USDA Forest Ser-

vice GIS data (Figure 1) were combined using the

computer software ArcInfo 380 New York Street

Redlands, CA 92373-8100 (Environmental Systems

Research Institute; Workstation ArcInfo, copyright

1982–2002, ver. 8.0). A decision tree (Figure 1)

was applied to the resulting Complete Coverage for

the Tongass using SAS (SAS Institute Inc; 100 SAS

Campus Drive, Cary, NC 27513-2414 SAS System

for Windows, copyright 1989, 1996, release 6.12)

to define Total Carbon Polygon Types (TCPT) and

Aboveground Carbon Polygon Types (ACPT) based

on polygon attributes.

The decision tree uses available polygon attri-

butes to predict polygon types with varying

aboveground and belowground carbon stocks. For

example, an unharvested, productive spruce–

hemlock forest with high volume and size class

(ACPT 18) contains greater aboveground carbon

stocks than a harvested, productive forest with low

volume and size class (ACPT 23) (Figure 1).

Next, the polygons in the Complete Coverage

were aggregated based on their TCPT (370 polygon

types) and ACPT (40 polygon types) designation.

Figure 1. Decision tree delimiting polygon types with different carbon stocks. Ovals represent Aboveground Carbon

Polygon Types (ACPTs). These 40 polygon types exist for each of 11 soil-type categories, for a total of 370 Total Carbon

Polygon Types (TCPTs). Pattern-coded diamonds indicate data sources used in differentiating among polygons. Dotted lines

divide the figure into four general classes of ACPTs for ease of interpretation. MBF, million board feet (2360 m3); SMU, soil

associations and complexes; NFCON, nonforested conditions; FPROD, expected annual growth; VOLC, timber volume;

SSIZEC, dominant timber size; YR_CUT, year of timber harvest; FTYPE, general forest type; SLPCLS, slope gradient;

HYDRIC, hydric and nonhydric soil conditions; ASPECT-CODE, slope aspect.
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Polygon slivers caused by the aggregation processes

in ArcInfo (defined as polygons with area less than

0.4 ha and perimeter/area ratio greater than 1) were

merged with their largest neighboring polygon.

Finally, the location of each FIA plot was asso-

ciated with a TCPT. The aboveground and below-

ground carbon stocks for each TCPT (Mg C/ha)

were then calculated by averaging the carbon

stocks for all FIA plots in the TCPT. The total carbon

stock in the Tongass was calculated by multiplying

the carbon stock for each TCPT by its area and

summing all TCPTs.

Projecting Net Carbon Flux

Equations were constructed to model carbon

accretion in aboveground biomass after harvesting

(Figure 2). Forest inventory data from 272 perma-

nent ‘‘growth and yield’’ plots from throughout the

Tongass were used to estimate biomass accumula-

tion over the first 100 years of regrowth (DeMars

2000). The area-weighted average aboveground

carbon stock of all old-growth commercial forest

ACPT was used to approximate the carbon stock of

forests more than 350 years old (assumed to be in

equilibrium) because prior research suggests it can

take 350 years for forests in southeast Alaska to

reach old-growth equilibrium (Janisch and Harmon

2002). We addressed the lack of data on biomass of

stands 100 to 350 years old by employing two car-

bon accretion models for 500 y of forest growth: a

polynomial (y ¼ 9 �10�12 � x5 � 3 � 10�8 � x4 þ 4 �
10�5 � x3 � 0:0209x2 þ 4:6459x;R2 ¼ 0:8727) and

an asymptotic (y ¼ 105 � x4 � 0:0027x3 þ 0:2078x2

� 1:0021x;R2 ¼ 0:9531). Comparison between

these two models enabled us to test the sensitivity of

flux estimates to the uncertain shape of this accu-

mulation curve.

Pools of CWD were assumed to increase after

harvest by 40% of the preharvest aboveground

standing biomass (estimated from FIA data) due to

stumps and slash left on site, and then decline with

decomposition (Sampson and Hair 1996). Carbon

stocks in the soil before and after harvest were as-

sumed to be unchanged due to lack of data

informing us otherwise.

Past net carbon flux, since 1900, was based on

historic harvest volumes. We split the harvest his-

tory in the Tongass into two time periods, 1900–54

and 1955–95, because the rate of timber harvest

increased dramatically in 1954 with the initiation

of two long-term timber contracts (USDA Forest

Service 1995a). Because nearly all timber harvest-

ing in the Tongass has involved clear-cutting, we

assumed that this harvest method would continue

in the future. Future net carbon flux was modeled

for the following five forest management regimes:

(a) no timber harvesting, regrowth of secondary

forest, and equilibrium in unharvested areas (a

lower bound for harvest intensity); (b) harvesting

of all forested lands on 100-year rotations (an up-

per bound for harvest intensity); (c) harvesting of

all forested lands on 200-year rotations (used to

examine the impact of harvest rotation period); (d)

harvesting of all lands currently available for har-

vest (exclusion of existing roadless areas) on 200-

year rotations (represents an approximation of

‘‘business as usual’’); and (e) harvesting of all lands

Figure 2. Carbon accretion

curves for aboveground live

biomass. Filled diamonds

represent data from permanent

plots; open diamonds are the

area-weighted average of old-

growth Aboveground Carbon

Polygon Types (ACPTs). The

solid line shows the best-fit

polynomial model of carbon

accretion; the dashed line is the

asymptotic accretion curve.

Variable site quality (site index)

causes divergence among

permanent plot data.
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currently available for harvest (exclusion of exist-

ing roadless areas) on 100-year rotations (used to

examine the impact of harvest rotation period).

Current land-use designations (USDA Forest Ser-

vice GIS coverage LUD99) were used to identify

areas available for harvest, and projected harvests

were spread evenly across available land.

Forest regrowth was assumed to follow the bio-

mass accretion models described above, with the

amount of carbon in a specific polygon dependent

on stand age and precut carbon stocks. For the

modeling of past net carbon flux, the total carbon

stock in 1900 was calculated by assuming that all

polygons were unharvested in 1900 and assigning

carbon stocks to harvested polygon types equal to

their unharvested equivalents (Figure 1). We allo-

cated the total net historic flux (difference between

carbon stock in 1900 and 1995) between the time

periods 1900–54 and 1955–95 in proportion to the

volume of timber cut in each period.

To estimate net carbon flux associated with

harvesting, we calculated the forest products

stream, the amount of carbon left on site as slash

and stumps, and the amount of carbon sequestered

annually in secondary growth at annual time steps.

Net annual carbon flux from the Tongass was cal-

culated as the total amount of carbon leaving the

forest less regrowth and does not include carbon

storage in forest products. Carbon storage in forest

products was included in estimates of net annual

carbon flux to the atmosphere, assuming that 60%

of the aboveground living biomass is merchantable

and the rest is left on site as slash and stumps

(Sampson and Hair 1996) (Figure 3). Historically,

roughly half of the merchantable volume entered

the sawtimber production process, whereas the

other half entered the pulpwood production

process (Warren 1999).

We assumed that 90% of the carbon in sawtim-

ber products was emitted to the atmosphere over

75 years (assuming an exponential release pattern),

and that the corresponding figures were 50 years

for pulpwood products, and 100 years for slash and

stumps left on site after harvesting (Skog and

Nicholson 1998). The CWD and SWD present prior

to harvesting was assumed to linearly lose half its

carbon in the 50 years after harvesting, accounting

for decreased deadwood formation in the early

stages of secondary growth. These carbon pools

were then increased to their preharvest stocks over

the next 200 years.

Aboveground carbon stocks after harvesting

were assumed to be equal to those in polygons

defined as forested, productive, low-volume, har-

vested areas with seedlings/saplings (ACPT 23) in

one set of model runs and to equal zero in another

(see Sensitivity Analysis).

Conversion of Net Carbon Flux to
Monetary Units

Current estimates of the economic value of carbon

in potential emissions trading markets vary widely,

from $5 to $125 Mg)1 C (Weyant 2000); in this

analysis, we assumed a market value of $20 Mg)1 C

for avoided emissions or sequestered carbon. We

did not apply a discount factor or temporal varia-

tion in this value, so all monetary values are in

1995 US dollars. Leakage, the possibility of offset-

ting increases in emissions associated with

increased harvest elsewhere, was not considered in

estimating the economic value of different man-

agement scenarios.

Sensitivity Analysis

To test the influence of assumptions required for

the analysis described above, we carried out sensi-

tivity analyses involving the following issues: the

selection of allometric equations, the use of allo-

metric equations for trees outside their specified

ranges, estimation of soil carbon, the shape of

biomass accretion curves, old-growth biomass of

cut-over lands, and postharvest carbon stocks.

Using the results of specific sensitivity analyses,

upper- and lower-bound estimates of net carbon

Figure 3. Product/waste flows for the southeast Alaska

timber industry. The timing of carbon flux to the atmo-

sphere varies among pathways. Percentages refer to the

proportion of the total carbon impacted by harvesting in

each product/waste. Figure modified from Sampson and

Hair (1996).
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flux were calculated. These bounds indicate the

potential impact on our estimates of these key

sources of uncertainty, but they do not include all

possible sources of uncertainty. As such, the sen-

sitivity analysis cannot be considered an uncer-

tainty analysis capable of providing absolute

bounds on our estimates.

Tongass carbon pools were estimated using allo-

metric equations resulting in the lowest and high-

est biomass estimates for all species (Table 1).

Similarly, the importance of carbon in trees larger

than the size specified for the allometric models

employed was examined by calculating the total

amount of carbon in these trees.

Carbon in CWD at one FIA plot was an outlier

(more than twice the next nearest measurement);

therefore it was excluded from calculation of our

best estimates of carbon in CWD for this ACPT.

We included this high value in our calculations

during the sensitivity analyses to verify its relative

insignificance.

In addition to the calculation of soil carbon from

GIS SMU data described above, total soil carbon

was calculated from FIA soil pit data (thickness of

soil horizons) using carbon-density estimates

(Mg/m3) for each soil horizon (Alexander and

others 1989). For each FIA soil pit, horizon thick-

nesses were multiplied by their associated carbon

density estimate, as given by Alexander and others,

to estimate carbon stock. These carbon stock esti-

mates were used to estimate the carbon stock for

each SMU, which were then multiplied by the total

area of each SMU to calculate total soil carbon stock

in the Tongass. The total amount of soil carbon in

areas lacking soil GIS data was estimated, with both

methods, to gauge the size of this uncertain carbon

pool.

In calculating our upper- and lower-bound

carbon pool and net flux estimates, belowground

biomass was calculated using the upper (26%)

and lower (15%) bounds of applicable published

root-to-shoot ratios.

The time periods for 90% carbon emission from

the saw timber, pulp products, and slash pools were

both doubled and halved to gauge the influence of

these rates on the shape of projected net carbon

flux curves.

Net carbon fluxes were modeled using both

asymptotic and polynomial biomass accretion

curves (Figure 2). Net carbon flux was also calcu-

lated using mean and 95% confidence limits (CL)

for carbon stock estimates for each ACPT.

In the no-harvesting scenario, there was uncer-

tainty as to the long-term biomass accumulation on

cut-over lands. For example, will ACPT 7 eventu-

ally reach the carbon stock of ACPT 8 or 10 (Fig-

ure 1)? To test the sensitivity of net flux projections

to the assumed precut carbon stock, the model was

run assuming biomass accumulation to a carbon

stock of the most similar ACPT, as well as to the

carbon stock of a related ACPT with the highest

timber volume.

The carbon stock in aboveground standing bio-

mass of ACPT 23 was used as an estimate of the

amount of carbon present immediately after har-

vesting. However, this ACPT is defined as con-

Table 1. Carbon Pools in the Tongass National Forest in 1995

Model Runs

Carbon Pool (Pg) 1 2 3 4

Roots 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.04

Soil 1.86 1.86 1.86 1.86

Total aboveground 0.87 0.85 0.82 0.38

Trees 0.42 0.42 0.53 0.18

Seedlings/saplings 0.16 0.16 0.05 0.03

Dead Snags 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.04

CWD 0.18 0.16 0.12 0.12

SWD 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Understory 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02

Total (+ 95% CI) 2.85 (0.51) 2.83 (0.48) 2.80 (0.51) 2.28 (0.40)

CWD, coarse woody debris; SWD, small woody debris; CI, confidence interval.
Six model runs were made using the following combinations of allometric equations and assumptions to quantify the sensitivity of estimation to necessary assumptions: Run 1
used allometric equations predicting low carbon contents, did not include willow or birch, and included a CWD outlier. Run 2 used allometric equations predicting low carbon
contents, included willow and birch, and did not include a CWD outlier. Run 3 used allometric equations predicting high carbon contents, included willow and birch, and did
not include a CWD outlier. Run 4 used allometric equations predicting low carbon contents, included willow and birch, and did not include a CWD outlier or trees with dbh
greater than specified for each allometric equation.
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taining forest composed of seedlings and saplings

(86 Mg C/ha), which suggests that between 5 and

15 years have elapsed since harvesting in these

areas. Consequently, net flux projections were also

performed assuming zero carbon stocks in above-

ground standing biomass after harvesting, a clear

underestimate of aboveground living biomass on

recently clear-cut lands.

We did not explore the effects of varying our

assumptions about the forest products industry (for

example, the proportion of biomass used for mer-

chantable products or the ratio of sawtimber to

pulp production) in the calculation of upper and

lower bounds in our sensitivity analysis. Altering

these assumptions does influence the shape of our

projections of net carbon flux to the atmosphere

(Figure 4) but does not impact the magnitude and

was therefore not amenable to quantification in a

sensitivity analysis. Changing these assumptions

essentially hastens or delays carbon emission to the

atmosphere depending on whether more carbon is

entering product streams with longer or shorter life

spans. More detailed examination of this effect is

beyond the scope of this paper.

RESULTS

Evaluation of our spatially explicit carbon stock

estimates suggests that they are a realistic repre-

sentation of forest structure. Comparison of GIS

carbon stock coverages to aerial photographs

showed a correlation between observable transi-

Figure 4. Past and potential future aggregate net carbon flux between the Tongass and atmosphere (excluding soils). A–D

Aggregate net carbon flux between the Tongass and the atmosphere with each management scenario, re-zeroed in 1995.

Asymptotic carbon accretion in secondary growth is assumed in A and B; polynomial carbon accretion in secondary

growth is assumed in C and D. Carbon stock in standing aboveground biomass after harvesting is assumed to be equal to

zero in B and D; carbon stock in standing aboveground biomass after harvesting is assumed to be equal to 86 Mg C/ha in A

and C. The total carbon stock in the Tongass was estimated to be 2.83 Pg in 1995. Negative aggregate net flux indicates

carbon emission from the Tongass; positive aggregate net flux indicates carbon accumulation in the Tongass.
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tions in forest characteristics and mapped carbon

densities.

The creation of carbon stock polygons resulted in

a limited number of distinct and unique landscape

units. Twelve ACPTs account for over 90% of the

area of the Tongass, and 10 of them account for

86% of the total carbon (Figure 5). Polygon types

with few FIA sample plots have large uncertainty in

carbon stock estimates, but they represent small

land areas and contribute very little to the total

carbon stock. The 17 ACPT with less than five FIA

plots represent 2% of the area of the Tongass and

1% of the total carbon, whereas each of the

10 ACPTs that combine for 86% of the total carbon

stock of the Tongass have between 43 and 312 FIA

sample plots each.

The aboveground carbon stocks in each ACPT

correspond with qualitative descriptions of the

areas. Unharvested high volume old-growth forest

(ACPT 18), for example, has over five times the

aboveground carbon stock of a muskeg meadow

(ACPT 5) (Figures 1 and 5). The influence of soil

carbon, however, complicates this relationship

when considering total carbon stock because the

soil may contain over half of total ecosystem

carbon, thereby preventing a simple relationship

between the description of aboveground forest

characteristics and total carbon stock. Total carbon

stock in a muskeg meadow (ACPT 5), for example,

averages about 1.5 times that of unharvested high

volume old-growth forest (ACPT 18). However,

we did find a relationship between aboveground

and soil carbon stocks, one largely defined by the

following ecosystem types: muskeg, forest, and

alpine meadow/rock and ice (see Appendix 6 at

<http://www.springerlink.com>).

Total carbon in the Tongass (soil, aboveground

living biomass, and roots and dead woody debris)

was estimated to be 2.8 ± 0.5 Pg (95% confidence

interval [CI]) (Table 1). In all, 42% of the vari-

ability is the uncertainty in aboveground carbon

stock estimates, 6% is from uncertainty in root

carbon (root-to-shoot ratios), and 52% is from

uncertainty in soil carbon. Assumptions about the

allometric biomass equation used for willow and

birch, the exclusion of an outlying CWD data point,

and estimation of CIs for carbon stocks in polygons

lacking sufficient data have insignificant influence

on total carbon or the CI (Table 1). Trees outside

the size range of the allometric models account for

19% of the total carbon estimate. Three-dimen-

sional surface plots of the allometric equations

maintained consistent shape outside the dbh range

for which the equations were developed.

The carbon stock in the Tongass forest and soils

(2.8 Pg) comprises 7.7% of the carbon in the forests

and soils of the conterminous United States

(36.7 Pg) (Turner and others 1995) and 0.25% of

the carbon in the Earth’s forest vegetation and soils

(1,146 Pg) (Dixon and others 1994).

In all, 66% of the total carbon in the Tongass is

in the soils, 30% is in aboveground biomass (15%

in live trees, 6% in seedlings and saplings, 3% in

standing dead wood, 6% in CWD, less than 1% in

SWD, and 1% in understory vegetation), and 4% is

in roots. Less than 1% of the total carbon estimates

Figure 5. Aboveground carbon

stock by Aboveground Carbon

Polygon Type (ACPT) number,

ranked by aboveground carbon

stock. Carbon stocks for all

ACPTs (polygon types with n less

than 5 are omitted) are shown in

gray. Asterisks identify the 10

ACPTs that account for 86% of

total carbon in the Tongass (95%

CI).
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were influenced by the assumptions involved in

our calculation of aboveground carbon stocks (for

example, selection of allometric equations and

application of these equations beyond their speci-

fied range). Uncertainty in the density and distri-

bution of understory vegetation did not affect the

analysis. Twenty-two percent of total carbon in the

Tongass is in the soils of polygons where soil types

have not been mapped. Comparison of the results

from application of soil carbon density estimates

from Alexander and others (total soil car-

bon = 1.9 Pg) with total soil carbon given by cal-

culations using FIA Grid Inventory soil pit data

(total soil carbon = 0.49 Pg) suggests that more

than 70% of soil carbon is not reported in the FIA

data.

We produced several net carbon flux projections

for each management regime to capture carbon

dynamics associated with the following factors:

variations in the residence time of carbon in slash,

long-term forest products, and short-term forest

products; and effects of the carbon accretion model

(polynomial or asymptotic) (Figure 4). The annual

rate of net carbon flux is the first derivative of the

aggregate net carbon flux presented in Figure 4.

Doubling or halving the time periods for 90%

carbon emission from the saw timber, pulp prod-

ucts, and slash pools alters the shape of projected

net carbon flux curves but causes less than 0.6%

change in average annual net carbon flux for all

modeled management regimes.

The average annual net carbon flux from the

Tongass during the period 1900–54 was 60,000

Mg C/y, and the average annual net flux from the

Tongass for the subsequent 41-year period was

307,000 Mg C/y. Estimates of future net carbon

fluxes are presented in Table 2; upper- and lower-

bound estimates were calculated using the results

of the sensitivity analyses.

Our best estimate of the net annual economic

value of carbon sequestration that would result

from ceasing all harvesting in the Tongass is $4 to

$7 million/y for the 100-year period 1995–2095

and $3 to $6 million/y for the 200-year period

1995–2195 (Table 3). Our best estimate of the net

annual economic value of carbon emission result-

ing from increased harvesting of administratively

available forested lands is )$3 million/y for the

100-year period 1995–2095 and )$2 to )$4

million/y for the 200-year period 1995–2195.

DISCUSSION

Using GIS data in combination with FIA data

proved to be an effective and robust approach to

estimating carbon stocks and modeling the effects

of different management regimes on future net

carbon flux. New spatially explicit data could be

integrated into our existing models, enabling

application of the models to other areas and

refinement of net carbon flux estimates if future

GIS data collection is carried out with this

application in mind.

A lack of data on tree size and density necessi-

tated the use of timber volume classes in mapping

carbon stocks. Although tree size and density data

are preferable, timber volume is tightly correlated

with carbon stocks (Hamburg and others 1997),

and low variances among the 10 most important

ACPTs suggest the robustness of using existing

volume data to map carbon stocks.

The range in estimates of net carbon flux from

ceasing all timber harvesting may overestimate the

uncertainty in this projection. We aggregated

uncertainties of carbon stocks, assumptions about

aboveground carbon stocks postharvest, and the

carbon accretion model that we used; yet it

is highly likely that these uncertainties are

independent, and thus not additive.

The uncertainty in net flux estimates resulted

largely from selection of the biomass accretion

model, asymptotic or polynomial (Figure 2). The

rapidity with which carbon accretion progresses to

equilibrium in the asymptotic model may be

unrealistic, but the polynomial model’s prediction

of carbon stocks greater than those found in old-

growth stands may also be unrealistic. Unfortu-

nately, the limited availability of chronosequence

data leaves a gap in our understanding of carbon

accretion during the transition period from early

secondary growth to old growth. Furthermore,

calculation of carbon stocks for old-growth stands

from area-weighted averages of old-growth poly-

gon types is not analogous to the FIA permanent

plot data used for young stands and may confound

our accretion models. Data from FIA permanent

plots in old-growth forest could be used to test both

our assumption of steady-state carbon stocks and

250 Mg C/ha in aboveground live biomass in

old-growth forest. The actual pattern of carbon

accretion probably lies somewhere between the

polynomial and asymptotic models, but we have

insufficient data to craft a more realistic model

(Janisch and Harmon 2002).

Our use of the area-weighted average above-

ground carbon stocks of all old-growth commercial

forest types in creating the biomass accretion mod-

els could introduce bias if remaining old-growth

forests are lower in biomass than the old-growth

forests already harvested. Failure to area-weight
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these mean values, however, could give too much

importance to the rare forest conditions, which

have relatively few representative FIA sample plots.

Net carbon flux projections for the 200-year

rotation scenarios are more strongly influenced by

selection of the carbon accretion model than are

the 100-year rotation scenarios because the

200-year rotations allow enough time for second-

ary growth to reach the peak carbon stocks pre-

dicted by the polynomial model. Net carbon flux

projections for management regimes involving

100-year rotations are less sensitive to the selection

of carbon accretion curve because forested lands

are reharvested before there is a significant differ-

ence in the trajectories of the two models. Reso-

lution of the uncertainty in carbon accretion rates

is imperative for informing forest management

policy directed at carbon sequestration.

The distribution of carbon among soils (66%),

aboveground living and dead biomass (30%), and

belowground living biomass (4%) is consistent

with carbon inventories completed in other eco-

systems (Turner and others 1995). The large pro-

portion of the carbon stocks found in soil is due to

large areas of muskeg and deep organic soils in

southeast Alaska and is consistent with the average

for other temperate forests (Prentice and others

2001). Our approach to estimating soil carbon re-

sulted in conservative estimates of the total carbon

stock in this pool. Mapping conventions may have

underestimated the depth of hemist soils in the

Tongass by classifying them as saprists (none of

which are deep), which would cause underesti-

mation of carbon stocks (D’Amore and Lynn 2002).

The large discrepancy in results from our two

methods of estimating soil carbon stocks suggests

severe underestimation when FIA data are used.

Consequently, we did not combine our estimates or

use them as separate lines of evidence in our

uncertainty analysis.

Uncertainty in the soil carbon stock, which rep-

resents about half of the uncertainty in total carbon

stock estimates, was not incorporated into our

estimates of net carbon flux because we assumed

equilibrium in soil carbon stocks. Although forest

harvesting has little effect on soil carbon on aver-

age, specific harvesting techniques can cause in-

creases or decreases in soil carbon (Johnson and

Curtis 2001). There is insufficient information,

however, on the effects of harvesting in south-

eastern Alaska to include soil carbon in our net flux

models. Carbon flux from soils could represent a

significant addition to the net carbon flux associ-

ated with harvesting in southeastern Alaska, but

the assumption of soil equilibrium is necessary

until more data are available.

In defining our ‘‘best estimates’’ of net carbon

flux for the management regimes modeled, we

made the following assumptions: zero carbon in

standing aboveground biomass after clear-cutting;

13% reduction of CER allocations for carbon

sequestration associated with cessation of harvest-

ing as a result of reduced carbon storage in long-

term forest products; and the 200-year rotation

represents the baseline case upon which CER

allocation is based (current forest management

equates to a 180-year rotation). These assumptions

significantly reduce the range in our net flux esti-

mates, but some uncertainties (for example, carbon

accretion model) persist.

Table 3. Average Annual Economic Values for Net Carbon Flux ($ million/y) from the Tongass to the
atmosphere

Secondary Growth Curve

Polynomial Accretion Asymptotic Accretion

Management Regime Modeled 1995–2095 1995–2195 1995–2095 1995–2195

Cessation of all harvesting 3.7 2.2 2.5 1.2

100-y rotation (all forested lands) )16 )21 )26 )26

200-y rotation (all forested lands) )1.9 )6.9 )14 )19

100-y rotation (admin. avail. forested lands) )3.2 )4.5 )6.6 )6.8

200-y rotation (admin. avail. forested lands) )0.03 )0.63 )4.0 )4.7

Maximum range of net annual carbon value from ceasing harvest 3.7–20 2.9–23 6.6–29 5.9–27

Best estimate of net annual carbon value from ceasing harvest 3.7 2.9 6.6 5.9

Average annual economic value of net carbon flux for each management regime modeled was calculated using our net carbon flux estimates and a value of $20 Mg)1 C. The
maximum range of net annual carbon value from ceasing harvest is the difference between ceasing harvest and the alternative management regime with the most carbon
emission (100-year rotation of all forested lands). The best estimates of net annual economic value are the difference between ceasing harvest and 200-year rotation of
administratively available forest lands (a close approximation of ‘‘business as usual’’). These estimates assume zero carbon in standing aboveground biomass after harvesting
and reduction of Certified Emission Reduction Credits (CERs) by 13% to account for reduced carbon storage in long-term forest products.
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Net carbon flux into or out of the Tongass is not

large enough to significantly impact the US carbon

budget. The US Environmental Protection Agency’s

(EPA) 2003 inventory of GHG emissions and sinks

estimated that net carbon flux from the forests of

the conterminous United States amounted to

267 Tg C/y in 1995 (US Environmental Production

Agency 2003). Our estimates for the Tongass of

0.13–1.8 Tg/y are 0.04%–0.7% of the EPA’s

inventory. Similarly, the potential for carbon

sequestration due to management change in the

Tongass is significantly less than that for other

options for land-use change. Cessation of all har-

vesting of available lands in the Tongass (1.3 · 106

ha) results in annual sequestration of 0.04–0.33

Tg C/y, or 31 to 250 kg C ha)1 y)1. By comparison,

the land enrolled in the Conservation Reserve

Program (CRP) in 1996 (16.2 · 106 ha) may

sequester as much as 12 Tg C/y (Barker and others

1995), which is three to 30 times the rate per unit

area in the Tongass. However, the economic cost of

carbon sequestration in the Tongass may be sig-

nificantly less than that for the CRP. Assuming that

the lost revenue from US Forest Service timber

sales is the cost of carbon sequestration in the

Tongass, for example, the cost of carbon seques-

tration in the Tongass would be about one-quarter

of the CRP cost (approximately $0.02/kg C versus

approximately $0.08/kg C).

Past harvesting caused the net loss of 1.3–3.6

Tg C from the Tongass from 1900 to 1954 and 5.1–

13.6 Tg from 1954 to 1995; these numbers include

emissions from harvesting and sequestration from

regrowth. For comparison, land use in the conter-

minous United States caused the loss of

27,000 ± 6000 Tg carbon from 1900 to 1945, but

the regrowth of northeastern forests resulted in a

net gain of 2000 ± 2000 Tg C from 1954 to 1995

(Houghton and others 1999).

The conversion of 6 · 106 ha of old-growth

forest to young plantations in forests of Wash-

ington and Oregon is similar to the logging history

of the Tongass, and resulted in the loss of 1500–

1800 Tg C from aboveground and soil carbon

pools (Harmon and others 1990). Harvesting in

the Tongass has caused the loss, from above-

ground carbon pools only and net of subsequent

regrowth, of 13%–29% (6.4–17.2 Tg C on 0.2 ·
106 ha) of the carbon per hectare released from

the forests of Washington and Oregon. Harmon

and others use of Covington’s model of decline in

O horizon soil carbon after harvesting may have

led to a significant overestimate of the loss of soil

carbon (Yanai and others 2003). Our estimates of

net carbon flux from aboveground biomass (150–

210 Mg C/ha) are similar to those of Harmon and

others (187 Mg C/ha).

The economic value of carbon sequestration

associated with the cessation of harvesting in the

Tongass may be significant relative to the value of

the timber harvested. Our best estimates of the net

annual economic value of carbon sequestration

resulting from cessation of all harvesting in the

Tongass ($3 to $7 million/y) are of similar magni-

tude to the annual revenue from timber sales in the

Tongass ($6.5 million/y) (USDA Forest Service

2001). Potential cobenefits of harvesting timber

and of ceasing harvest (for example, fisheries,

tourism, timber processing) could influence the

total net annual economic value for each

management regime.

Some investigators have suggested that carbon

sequestration from land-use change may not mit-

igate climate change as effectively as the reduction

of GHG emissions from fossil fuel use, citing the

possibility for leakage (that is, emissions associated

with production may be displaced to another

location). Reduced harvesting in the Tongass may

require increased harvesting elsewhere to keep

product supply constant. Consequently, estimates

of the monetary value to Tongass managers for

carbon sequestration may not reflect the net social

benefit nor the benefit to the USDA Forest Service

if another national forest increases its harvesting,

buying CERs to do so, to keep the total product

stream from national forest lands constant.

The net economic value of carbon sequestration

associated with the elimination of harvesting in the

Tongass clearly depends on the value of CERs. This

value was assumed to be $20 Mg)1 C, but estimates

of the value of CERs in a regulated marketplace

range from $5 to $125 Mg)1 C (Weyant 2000).

Deviation in the value of CERs from $20 Mg)1 C

was not included in the estimated range of net

economic value from carbon sequestration in the

Tongass because the range scales linearly.

Some additional factors omitted from our anal-

yses deserve mention. First, increasing atmospheric

concentration of carbon dioxide and changing re-

gional climates may alter some characteristics of

the Tongass, including carbon stock and flux.

However, the magnitude of changes in carbon

stock caused by climate change is small compared

to changes caused by land use (Caspersen and

others 2000; Houghton and others 1999). Second,

the assumption of steady-state carbon stocks in old-

growth forests is ubiquitous, despite a dearth of

data available to either confirm or disprove it, for

Alaska or elsewhere. Third, young forests generally

have lower levels of defect from decay than old-
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growth forests. Consequently, the proportions of

harvested material used in forest product streams

may change with conversion of forested lands in

the Tongass from old-growth forest to managed

younger stands, with implications for the question

of whether harvesting less area more intensely re-

sults in greater carbon storage than harvesting

more area less intensely. Fourth, the possibilities

for improving efficiency in timber harvesting (Fa-

hey 1983) were not included in our models because

they are highly dependent on a large number of

economic variables that are beyond the scope of

this research. Finally, changes in species composi-

tion, caused by management or climate change,

could influence carbon flux due to associated shifts

in the relative importance of white and brown rots

in wood decay (Kimmey 1956).

The Tongass must be included in accurate na-

tional carbon budgets. Furthermore, management

of the Tongass for carbon sequestration may be of

equivalent economic value to timber harvesting.

Valuation of potential carbon sequestration in the

Tongass from ceasing all harvesting may be ampli-

fied by indirect benefits of eliminating harvesting,

such as maintenance of the southeast Alaska fish-

eries and tourism industries and reduced expenses

for the Tongass timber program. Complete valua-

tion of timber harvesting may be influenced by

cobenefits as well. The emerging economic value of

carbon sequestration requires consideration of net

carbon flux in the development of future Tongass

management plans.
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Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Holly 
Last name: Joslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Holly Joslin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 8:12:02 PM 
First name: Karen 
Last name: Joslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Karen Joslin 
Tallahassee, FL 32303 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Joslin 
Organization: None 
Title:  
Comments: 
Put the planet before profits! Logging this old-growth forest will take away a carbon barrier for not only Alaska, 
but the whole world. When that barrier is gone, the ice melts and the seas rise, what will be left to live on? 
People and planet before profits!!!! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Will 
Last name: Joslin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Davidson 
Last name: Joslynne 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Davidson Joslynne and I live in Rochester, Washington. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Davidson Joslynne 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Christine 
Last name: Josselin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Christine Josselin and I live in Felda, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Christine Josselin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Josselyn 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Susan Josselyn 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Noel 
Last name: Jost-Coq 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Noel Jost-Coq and I live in Friendship, Maine. 
 
Wilderness is essential for our planets health and the future of all creation since it protects biodiversity. Please 
protect our wilderness areas! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Noel Jost-Coq 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kelly 
Last name: Jostad 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kelly Jostad and I live in Silver City, Nevada. 
 
 
Stop clearcutting the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kelly Jostad 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Joswig-Jones 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jeffrey Joswig-Jones 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elenara 
Last name: Joubert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elenara Joubert and I live in Montpelier, Vermont. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elenara Joubert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Theo 
Last name: Jouflas 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless Rule 
 
Hello, 
 
I am an Alaska resident currently residing in Girdwood, AK. Prior to this, I lived in Juneau, AK. I would like to 
show my support of alternative one which would leave the current roadless rule unchanged. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Theodore Jouflas 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Diane 
Last name: Jouppi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Diane Jouppi and I live in Albuquerque, New Mexico. 
 
 
Protecting the forrest seems especially important for protecting our climate and air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Diane Jouppi 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Scott 
Last name: Jouppi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Our family supports keeps the Roadless Rule as is why change something that the majority feels is the best for 
everyone including the wildlife, streams, air etc. Keep the Roadless Rule 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Alan 
Last name: Journet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Alan Journet Ph.D., Professor Emeritus (Biology and Environmental Science) Southeast Missouri 
State University in Cape Girardeau. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Alan Journet 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/24/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marilyn 
Last name: Joy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marilyn Joy and I live in Oak Park, Illinois. 
 
 
Trees are one of our best defenses against climate changes. We must protect the forests 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marilyn Joy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Bob Joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/21/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Christopher 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization: SPRINGBOARD MEDIA INC 
Title:  
Comments: 
PLEASE FOR THE LOVE OF GOD PROTECT THE WORLD DONT DESTROY IT. IS THIS A JOKE? DID THE 
AMAZON NOT JUST HAPPEN? ARE YOU SLEEPING? 
 
NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO 
 
ITS TIME TO LEAD THE WORLD INTO THE FUTURE NOT RELY ON OLD BULLSHIT. WE HAVE THE 
FACTS NOW. ITS TIME TO LET GO OF THE PAST. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Eleanor 
Last name: joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eleanor joyce and I live in Kingston, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Eleanor joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathi 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Oh hell no!We need to be planting more trees, not tearing them down. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Joyce and I live in Portland, Oregon. 
 
 
Have you no shame? 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is S Joyce and I live in Brookline, Massachusetts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, S Joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: S. 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, S. Joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Sharon 
Last name: Joyce 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Sharon Joyce 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: robert 
Last name: joyet 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is robert joyet and I live in Longmont, Colorado. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, robert joyet 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: jerry 
Last name: joyner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is jerry joyner and I live in Venice, Florida. 
 
 
Please do not allow the Trump administration to remove protections for the Tongass National Forest.  Thank 
you. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, jerry joyner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Joyner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joe Joyner and I live in Greeley, Colorado. 
 
 
As an asthmatic, I depend on clean air. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Joe Joyner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Loretta 
Last name: Joyner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Loretta Joyner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephanie 
Last name: Joyner 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephanie Joyner and I live in Catonsville, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stephanie Joyner 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:26:42 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Joynt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stephen Joynt and I live in Wasilla, AK. Although I no longer live in Southeast Alaska (currently 
Wasilla, AK.), I lived in Juneau throughout the 1950's and frequently visit for recreational activities. I am writing 
a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed 
full exemption will impact my fishing, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, the forest's ability to 
sequester carbon and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations  
the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure. 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon 
sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future 
generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, 
nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full 
exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass 
and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Admiralty 
Island, the northern mainland above Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Chichagof Island, Baranof Island, all of 
the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in roadless 
status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and activities I 
listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless 
protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because The future 
economic and environmental sustainability, as well as the retention of the biodiversity of Southeast Alaska is 
clearly dependent on keeping the roadless rule in place.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is 
needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more 
rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based 
on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries improve and streamline 
existing permitting processes for important community projects rather than rehashing old conflicts invest in 
creating and maintaining recreation infrastructure.  
 
Suspending the roadless rule will arguably result in the removal of irreplaceable old growth timber as well as 
devastating biodiversity in affected areas.  Retaining virgin growth in the last significant temperate rainforest on 
earth will be far more important to the future economy than anything else.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Jozef 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Jozef and I live in Phoenix, Arizona. 
 
We need forests like these to keep oxygenating the planet and combat climate change. let's wake up and 
realize this is not an issue of profit but survival! 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Paul Jozef 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: jqi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska forests 
 
Vote for option #1. No change in our forests! 
 
Judith Iacuzzi 
 
Evanston, IL 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/14/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: James 
Last name: Jr. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Thoughts about the Tongass Forest Road Proposal 
 
Hello there. I wanted to take a moment to say I think we should no longer consider this project. I think we need 
to consider preserving nature and timber as much as possible. We need to do what we can to protect the earth 
as much as it protects us, especially during climate change. Please consider removing this proposal and 
looking into an alternative. Thanks for your time! 
 
Sent from Outlook 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Myeon 
Last name: Jr. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4982 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
RR M TP1 RRS 1 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:31:07 PM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jr. 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert DiGiovanni Jr. 
Monterey, CA 93940 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Chris 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1177 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Earl 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6447 
 
Dear Alaska Roadless Rule Planning Committee, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, Southeast Alaskans rely on the intact 
habitat that the roadless areas of the Tongass National Forest contain. *That is why I am writing to support the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule.* 
[text bolded for emphasis] 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I strongly oppose any efforts to weaken protections for Roadless areas in the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
The Forest Service needs to continue phasing out old-growth clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the 
T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska Roadless Rule. The Forest Service should focus 
on restoring degraded watershed and fish streams and carbon sequestration. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/28/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Frank 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Roadless rule 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read my letter. 
 
 
 
Frank Rogers 
 
 
 
Frank Rogers Jr 
 
Senior Plant hydro operator 
 
 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
Southeast Roadless Rule on Federal Land. 
 
 
 
I have written letters before supporting road building on the Tongass National Forest. We need to allow roads 
to be built on the Tongass National Forest to create jobs for the people who live here for timber harvest, hydro, 
mining, & oil development. We should be allowed the use of our natural resources and access to them. We lost 
our good paying jobs that supported so many people in Sitka after the timber industry was driven out of 
southeast. There have been very few businesses that are in Sitka that employ as many people with good 
salaries as timber did. To keep a law on the books to stop any future development should be outlawed. I 
believe in using our resources to create good paying jobs for our young people so they can stay in their 
community. I have been appalled to see existing logging roads being destroyed by the Forest Service under the 
ploy they are putting them into storage. I do not see this at all, when they go in and dig all the culverts out, put 
in big deep tank traps, and then plant alder trees all over them. This is a waste of the tax payers money and 
takes away access for a lot of people who use them for subsistence use. I am married into a Tlingit family and 
using the land is our way of life. My wife and I along with our family members go to these areas and have been 
doing it for years. Now we see these areas access being destroyed causing restrictions to get to our harvesting 
areas. This needs to stop now. The Forest Service said these old logged off areas will be our future logging 
areas. So, stop destroying these roads! I support Alternative 6 
 
 
 
Frank Rogers 61 year resident of Sitka. 
 
Sitka Ak 99835 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Southeast Roadless Rule on Federal 
Land.  
 

I have written letters before supporting road building on the Tongass National Forest. We need to allow 

roads to be built on the Tongass National Forest to create jobs for the people who live here for timber 

harvest, hydro, mining, & oil development. We should be allowed the use of our natural resources and 

access to them. We lost our good paying jobs that supported so many people in Sitka after the timber 

industry was driven out of southeast. There have been very few businesses that are in Sitka that employ 

as many people with good salaries as timber did. To keep a law on the books to stop any future 

development should be outlawed. I believe in using our resources to create good paying jobs for our 

young people so they can stay in their community. I have been appalled to see existing logging roads 

being destroyed by the Forest Service under the ploy they are putting them into storage. I do not see 

this at all, when they go in and dig all the culverts out, put in big deep tank traps, and then plant alder 

trees all over them. This is a waste of the tax payersmoney and takes away access for a lot of people 

who use them for subsistence use. I am married into a Tlingit family and using the land is our way of life. 

My wife and I along with our family members go to these areas and have been doing it for years. Now 

we see these areas access being destroyed causing restrictions to get to our harvesting areas. This needs 

to stop now. The Forest Service said these old logged off areas will be our future logging areas. So, stop 

destroying these roads! I support Alternative 6 

 

Frank Rogers61 year resident of Sitka. 

Sitka Ak 99835 

 

 

 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Keep 'Roadless Rule' Protections for the Tongass National Forest 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
I want you to know as a citizen who loves our country, and the remaining wilderness sanctuaries, I am upset 
with the Forest Service's plan to eliminate "Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass National Forest and am 
in stern opposition to it. I would ask that you select the "no action" alternative instead. 
 
We need to protect wilderness areas like Tongass, being home to a wide range of wildlife, including Alexander 
Archipelago wolves, grizzly bears, and salmon. In this day and age of air pollution and cutting back on carbon 
dioxide emissions, we need this area since it is a sink for carbon dioxide, with its centuries-old trees. Allowing 
logging to occur will only release most of that stored carbon into the atmosphere, adding to our current 
problem. 
 
Allowing bulldozing and clearcutting will destroy the area and are irreversible and unwarranted. Your agency 
has fragmented and logged so much of our national forests, harming wildlife and waters along the way that it is 
even more important to not allow the logging industry to take over. The timber industry provides fewer jobs and 
less income than fishing and tourism. The Tongass should not be sacrificed to where fishing and tourism will be 
diminished due to destruction of the ecosystem. 
 
Further, I fully oppose your plan to open any of the 5 million acres of roadless areas on the Chugach National 
Forest to bulldozing and clearcutting for logging. This is a bypass of the Roadless Rule, which protects all 
roadless lands because of the critical role they play in protecting pure water, secure wildlife habitat and remote 
recreation. 
 
Please - I implore you to think of all future generations by selecting the "no action" alternative to maintain 
"Roadless Rule" protections for the Tongass and Chugach. Our pristine areas are dwindling worldwide. 
 
Natural disasters, such as the Amazonian fires, cause enough damage on their own that we do not need to add 
to destroying what little wilderness is left in our country. I ask for your support in disallowing any of these 
actions. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
John Lapp Jr 
 
Silver Springs, NY 14550 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JW 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5702 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1232 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Keith 
Last name: Jr 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jsiebrandt 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
USFS Docket ID: FS-2019-0023 Alaska Roadless Rule #54511 
 
Dear Secretary: 
 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters & Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing. 
 
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Justin siebrandt 
 
Colcord, OK 74338-3872 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carol 
Last name: Ju 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Carol Ju and I live in Riverside, Illinois. 
 
 
Please do not allow the Tongass Forest to be destroyed by corporate interests! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Carol Ju 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Matthew 
Last name: Juarez 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Walter 
Last name: Juchert 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Walter Juchert and I live in Santa Rosa, California. 
 
 
DON'T MESS WITH PUBLIC LANDS! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Walter Juchert 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Marcin 
Last name: Jucker 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC4881 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
CC: Alaska Congressional Delegation and Federal Administration 
 
I support the no-action alternative to leave the 2001 Roadless Rule in place on the Tongass National Forest. 
We must continue to phase out old-growth clear-cut logging and instead prioritize restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams that contribute to the growing fisheries and tourism-based economies of 
Southeast. To that end, please conserve the Tongass 77 and TNC priority areas in the final Roadless Rule. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Comments: *(Eg: list locations you recreate, or why you value Tongass fish & wildlife)* [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 
[Box unchecked] I would like to get more involved in the campaign! 
 
*By taking this action, you are consenting to receive future communications via phone, text message, email, or 
mail from Sitka Conservation Society and its partners working to protect the Tongass. * [Text italicized for 
emphasis] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Juday 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Ali 
Last name: Judd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Ali Judd and I live in St. Cloud, Minnesota. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Ali Judd 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Judd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Judd 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Judd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Judd 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Judd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Judd and I live in Walnut Creek, California. 
 
There is something egregiously wrong when a policy as popular as the Roadless Rule can be undone by the 
president of our country, without a its by any group to support his action. Years of work by thousands of 
Americans to protect our land and resources undone at his will. This taking of land others have saved for the 
future has become a sad pattern, especially because huge drilling, mining and lumber companies benefit and 
the rest of us lose out, on lands that belong to all of us. Please do all you can to stop this rule change/ land 
grab of our public lands. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Linda Judd 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Patricia 
Last name: Judd 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Patricia Judd and I live in Orrington, Maine. 
 
 
We need to take action now!  These young people understand that.  We need to listen to them. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Patricia Judd 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Judge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Daniel Judge and I live in Columbus, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Daniel Judge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Judge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Judge and I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Judge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name:  
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please maintain protections for the Tongass and Chugach National Forests 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
The world is in deep trouble. The planet itself, and all inhabitants. If we stand ready to face and address what 
we CAN do to mitigate pending disaster, perhaps we can stave off enough to provide survival for some. It's that 
deep an issue. 
 
What is our president, ergo, our EPA and the U.S. Forest Service doing to insure protection of vulnerable land? 
LOGGING? NEW ROADS INTO our remaining forests? THIS IS INCONCEIVABLE! The citizens of this nation, 
who support your being, did not suggest or approve this defection! This is utterly deceitful and yes, disgraceful. 
"THIS LAND IS OUR LAND." Except it apparently isn't, eh? It's yours to sell off to the highest bidder? To make 
toilet paper or build something? God help us. AND YOU. 
 
One of these days, you will come face to face with the Truth. Please . . . let it be NOW. 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. 
 
I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and intact for the Tongass National Forest. 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska. 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forest's roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of America's best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. 
 
The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful road-
building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber revenues 
and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Signed, 
 
Judith 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stelboum 
Last name: Judith 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Stelboum Judith and I live in Old Saybrook, Connecticut. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Stelboum Judith 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 8:35:42 PM 
First name: Daniel 
Last name: Judith Dickinson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel and Judith Dickinson 
Bath, MI 48808 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Ana 
Last name: Judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Re: Save the old growth 
 
These forests house a multitude of beauty and life. To destroy them is to kill the very fabric of our planet. Greed 
has already taken most of it away. Please preserve this natural wonder. What is left of it. These trees and the 
magic they create will never return. Not in a thousand years. 
 
Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone 
 
On Tuesday, December 17, 2019, 3:18 PM, Ana &lt;&gt; wrote: 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: David 
Last name: Judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't build any more roads are do any logging in the Tongass 
 
I am for Alternative One. I want no changes to the roadless rule. Preserve every inch of what's left of our 
ancient forests. So little is left for our children and grandchildren. The earth and climate depends on them, as 
does Alaska's fishery and tourism economies. 
 
David Judkins 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jack 
Last name: Judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Jack Judkins and I live in Fairfax, California. 
 
Please consider this action in light of tis long-term impact. Think of the effect on future generations both in 
terms of the irreplaceable loss of an ever-shrinking natural environment and the impact of clear cutting on 
climate change. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Jack Judkins 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: kim 
Last name: judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Please don't build roads or log in the Tongass NF 
 
I choose alternative one. Please keep the Tongass roadless. 
 
Most people that have experienced both ancient, intact lowland forest and replanted logged tracts understand 
that logging (old growth) is permanent whereas preserving it yields benefits forever. The 1000s year old 
ecosystems can't come back once destroyed, at least not in human scaled time. They are mostly unique to the 
New World as Europe and the rest logged their ancient lowland forests long ago. These tiny bits of magical 
forest with individual trees the size of buses, interconnected root systems and 1000s of years of moss piled 
waist deep return value over and over again as humans from across the planet discover the magic for the first 
time. The permanent tourism value alone is immense. Once the big trees are gone in Alaska, AK will be just 
another mostly tree farm state like OR, WA. Human beings need wilderness. We already have too little of it and 
it can't be replaced. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Kim Judkins 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Meagan 
Last name: Judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
NO ROAD THROUGH THE TONGASS NATIONAL FOREST 
 
Hello, 
 
Please. 
 
I am writing to say that I chose Alternative One. I do not want road building or logging in the Tongass National 
Forest. 
 
The giant, ancient trees are important for the planet in terms of carbon storage. The roads damage the salmon 
fishery. 
 
The 1000 year old trees can't be replaced once gone. 
 
Please. Do the right thing. 
 
xo 
 
FOX &amp; LEOPARD 
 
LOS ANGELES, CA 
 
-------------------------------------------- 
 
Meagan Judkins EXECUTIVE PRODUCER 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Peter 
Last name: Judkins 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3260 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Peter Judkins 
 
Boulder, CO 80305 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Judson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Angela 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Angela Judy and I live in Alexandria, Virginia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Angela Judy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kara 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I do not support logging in the Tongass National Forest. Whoever is making this decision is throwing away the 
lives of my niece and nephew to let some corporations get rich and to buy precious campaign donors. These 
protections are necessary to save the largest temperate rainforest, that stores huge amounts of carbon, and 
supports the lifestyle and culture of its inhabitants. Please do the right thing and DO NOT reduce protections or 
allow logging in the Tongass. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Karol 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Karol Judy and I live in Clinton, Pennsylvania. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Karol Judy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nathan Judy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/13/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nathan 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Nathan Judy and I live in Kansas City, Missouri. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Nathan Judy 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Judy 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Paul Judy and I live in Los Angeles, California. 
 
To You, the Politician, Lobbyist, Judges and Jurists, Attorneys General, Financier, politically favored family of 
the "Investor Class" and/or Billionaires in-wanting donor class, and those of you who serve them above all 
else... Is there no low too low, no betrayal of the American People, of our World's future populations, that you 
can never find some sense of Humanity, that you might stop this madness, this poisoning of our Land, Air and 
Water, our food sources, our children? Is there only your lust for power, your Greed, to feed amongst the Ivy 
League? 
 
We are writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule 
(Roadless Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public 
support to protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National 
Forest. You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support 
and harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Paul Judy 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Thomas 
Last name: Juelson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/15/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Juen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Mike Juen 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/20/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Paul 
Last name: Juergens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Brandon 
Last name: Juhl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brandon Juhl and I live in Mill Creek, Washington. 
 
 
Protect the Tongass! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Brandon Juhl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Heidi 
Last name: Juhl 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Heidi Juhl 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Susan 
Last name: Juhre 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless DEIS Comments 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule. I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from roadless areas on 
the Tongass National Forest. The Tongass contains some of the last remaining old-growth temperate rainforest 
in the world, and its value in providing clean water and fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and 
ecological health of Southeast Alaska. Furthermore, it's a critical carbon sink to combat climate change. I urge 
you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for national forests in Alaska. 
 
Adopted in 2001, the National Forest Roadless Area Conservation Rule is one of our nation's bedrock 
conservation protections intended to safeguard more than 58 million acres of national forests. From 1999 to 
2001, the Forest Service held over 600 public meetings nationwide, including 28 throughout Washington State. 
In what was one of the most extensive public participation efforts in the history of federal rulemaking, more than 
1.6 million people commented during the rulemaking process, with 95% supporting strong roadless area 
protection. 
 
The Roadless Rule is one of the most balanced and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. It protects our remaining ancient forests, pristine and unroaded watershed, core 
wildlife habitat and world class recreational opportunities, while leaving more than half of the national forest 
system available for sustainable logging and other development. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Susan Juhre 
 
Duvall, WA 98019 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bob 
Last name: Juidici 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3890 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bob Juidici 
 
De Pere, WI 54115 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Julesza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3914 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period: 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Joe Julesza 
 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joe 
Last name: Julesza 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3914 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period:  
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
I am writing in support of the 'no action' alternative to leave the Roadless Rule unchanged in Alaska. I am 
concerned that changes to the rule would lead to greatly expand clear-cut logging of old growth timber and 
costly road building in undeveloped, wild areas of both the Tongass and Chugach Forests. These activities 
increase sedimentation, hurt water quality, often block salmon migration, and add to an already large backlog 
of needed road maintenance and restoration. 
Our fisheries and wild forests are critical to the economy of Alaska. To grow these sectors of our economy, we 
need intact habitat. Please leave the Alaska Roadless Rule in place.  
 
Sincerely,  
Joe Julesza 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/7/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: August 
Last name: Julian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Devin 
Last name: Julian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC5196 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule Committee: 
 
Conserve the wildlife...it's all we got left[hellip] 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Devin Julian 
 
Durham, ME 04222 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Lucy 
Last name: Julian 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Lucy Julian 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nancy 
Last name: Julius 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nancy Julius 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marguerite 
Last name: Juliusson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Marguerite Juliusson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Marguerite 
Last name: Juliusson 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Marguerite Juliusson and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Marguerite Juliusson 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Jumonville 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is John Jumonville and I live in San Antonio, Texas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, John Jumonville 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Jeffrey 
Last name: Jump 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I respectfully urge you to maintain the Roadless status in the Tongass due to the magnificent ecosystem and 
economic mainstays of this pristine area. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Larry 
Last name: Junck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Larry Junck and I live in Ann Arbor, Michigan. 
 
I am a physician with some expertise in health consequences of air pollution. Polluted air causes MORE THAN 
100,000 DEATHS in the US annually, more than opioids, suicide, vehicle crashes . . . PLEASE CLEAN UP 
OUR AIR. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Larry Junck 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jesse 
Last name: Juneau 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/18/2019 6:20:50 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Junek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Comments to oppose modification to the Roadless Rule 
 
Dear U.S. Forest Service, 
 
The Roadless Rule helps protect old-growth habitat for birds like the Prince of Wales Spruce Grouse and 
Northern Goshawk, as well as for mammals like wolves and deer. Opening roadless areas to more logging and 
roads will fragment the forest and eliminate more of the big old trees that these animals rely on. 
 
Yet, all of the action alternatives in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement allow more roadbuilding and 
logging across the Tongass National Forest. Logging roads and timber operations cost tens of millions of 
taxpayer dollars every year, with zero return on investment. Meanwhile, these destructive activities degrade the 
naturally sustainable wealth of salmon, wildlife watching, and tourism opportunities. 
 
It is time to stop opening more and more acres to the timber industry and instead bolster protections to the old-
growth forests and wild areas on the Tongass. I urge you to select the "No Action" Alternative (Alternative 1) 
and allow the Roadless Rule to remain intact on the Tongass National Forest. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Junek 
Mukwonago, WI 53149 
 
 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Mary 
Last name: Junek 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Mary Junek and I live in Mukwonago, Wisconsin. 
 
 
Dont take back what we have worked so many years for. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Mary Junek 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: CALVIN 
Last name: JUNG 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is CALVIN JUNG and I live in Burbank, California. 
 
My family and I are eliminating as much plastic as possible in our lives! Hopefully every family in America is 
doing this also, it'll make a huge impact to clean the ocean. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, CALVIN JUNG 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Carla 
Last name: Jung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Carla Jung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: scott 
Last name: jung 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is scott jung and I live in South Pasadena, California. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, scott jung 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Hal 
Last name: Jungck 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/17/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gwendolyn 
Last name: Junge 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gwendolyn Junge and I live in Versailles, Kentucky. 
 
 
Please save our national treasures! 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gwendolyn Junge 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/19/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Robert 
Last name: Jungmann 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Vote Action 1 on Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
To whom this may concern: 
 
Please think of your children's future when you consider the Alaska Roadless Rule and vote &quot;Action 
1&quot;, keeping the forests intake and don't log them. We have never had so much CO2 in our atmosphere 
and the worlds forests hold billions of metric tons more of it. The forests keep our planet's health in balance and 
the mismanagement of them will destroy us. 
 
The value of our nation is strongly connected to the health and wealth of the air/food/water/soil that we live and 
breath. We now know our ancient forests are one of our most precious resources we manage to keep us 
healthy. 
 
The worlds forests are our planets lungs that give us oxygen to breath and we need to keep the forests intake 
and vote &quot;Action 1&quot; on the Alaska Roadless Rules and keep our forest and do not log them. 
 
Robert Jungmann 
 
CEO/President/Founder of Jungmaven Ltd. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Lawrence 
Last name: junior 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Lawrence junior and I live in San Francisco, California. 
 
Thank you so very very much for standing up for the environment. We only have one environment and it needs 
protection. Thanks for doing the right thing. Keep up the activism. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Lawrence junior 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Michael 
Last name: Junk 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joelle 
Last name: Jura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1478 
 
Dear Chief Christiansen, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Joelle 
Last name: Jura 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Joelle Jura and I live in Sitka, AK. I have been in SE Alaska for 4 months. I depend on the forest for 
hiking and letting my dogs run free and for fishing. My Native Alaskan students venture into it every weekend 
and reminisce in the land that has been lived on by their ancestors for centuries. I am writing a comment on the 
Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will 
impact my fishing, subsistence harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, 
recreating, the status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon 
and mitigate climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, viewing 
wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, foraging and gathering wild foods. A full exemption 
does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development and conservation of 
roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased logging and roadbuilding 
will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on the forest to provide for us. 
 
 
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around all of the 
inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass Yakutat forelands, Revillagigedo Island (near Ketchikan), Prince of 
Wales Island, Wrangell and Etolin Islands, Kuiu Island, Kupreanof Island, the southern mainland from Bradfield 
Canal to Dixon Entrance the central mainland from Hobart Bay to Stikine River, the northern mainland above 
Port Snettisham (around Juneau), Admiralty Island, Chichagof Island, Baranof Island. I want the roadless areas 
in these locations to stay in roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed 
to provide for the uses and activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation 
priority areas retain their roadless protections. 
 
 
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It protects wildlife 
habitat which is important for the ecosystem.. The State of Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural 
economic development opportunities. However, a full exemption would not help create more rural economic 
development opportunities, it would instead harm our existing rural economies that are based on the visitor 
industry and commercial fishing industry. 
 
 
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should improve and streamline existing permitting processes for important community 
projects rather than rehashing old conflicts. 
 
 
 
This planet is one we ought to plan for our grandchildren and their grandchildren to live on. We need to do 
everything to make that possible and at the rate we're going, we're making this more and more unlikely. Any 
chance to protect a part of the planet's environment we need to act on. 
 
 



 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kathleen 
Last name: Juracka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kathleen Juracka and I live in Bayfield, Colorado. 
 
 
Greed$$$ is killing what is left of our planet. 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kathleen Juracka 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Darin 
Last name: Jurasevich 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: marina 
Last name: jurassi 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is marina jurassi and I live in Chicago, Illinois. 
 
This forest is extremely important to the well being of all people, and our continued existence. Please help. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, marina jurassi 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Charles 
Last name: Jurasz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
The following text was copy/pasted from an attached letter. The system cannot display the formatting, graphics, 
or tables from the attached original. 
 
 
 
creating jobs. There are few cabins or camps available in the Tongass for the public to reserve for camping, 
hunting, fishing, and other recreation. This type of resource development creates jobs for local residents and 
allows use of the Forest in a manner that preserves its fvalue as important habitat and a vibrant forest that 
sequesters carbon. 
 
The function of this Forest as a carbon sink may be its highest and best use, in this time when so many other 
forests in North America are increasingly susceptible to catastrophic fires, disease, and inspect infestations. 
The Forest Service should carefully weigh whether, in this time in history, cutting old growth temperate 
rainforest is a wise or prudent use of the resource. While the Roadless Rule would not immediately result in 
opening old growth forests to timber harvesting, it makes that a possibility; no it is not. That is a marked change 
and one that should not be made wihtout considering the grave need for more intensified timber management 
in other forests, and the lack of a need for intensified harvest in the Tongass. The circumstances of other forest 
stands in the US should be considered before taking a measure that will allow for increased harvests of old 
growth stands in the Tongass. 
 
I offer this in our common understanding of natural and managed systems. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles M Jurasz D.Sc. 
 
Posted on December 17, 2019 at 2028 hours local to Forest Service: https://cara.ecosystem-
management.org/Public//CommentInput?Project=54511 
 
and 
 
SEACC link: https://www.seacc.org/usfs_comment 
 
[Position] 
 





Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Brenna 
Last name: jurczak 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Brenna Jurczak and I live in Wenatchee, WA. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule 
DEIS because I am concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will affect the Tongass 
National Forest and the Chugach National Forest. 
 
 
 
I was born and raised in Sitka, Alaska and spend much of my summers there. Ive seen the clear cuts on prince 
of whales island, they are a sore on the most beautiful place on earth. Once these forests are cut down they 
wont grow back. It takes thousands of years. The salmon runs will dissipate. There will be nothing wild left, 
nothing for posterity. forget about money for once. Do the right thing. Protect the last greatest place on earth. 
Leave alaska wild. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to select Alternative 1, the no action alternative, for the final decision on the Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This alternative protects the inventoried roadless areas in Alaska that are full of pristine 
wilderness and provide important fish and wildlife habitat, and already allows for important community and 
economic development projects. As an American citizen, I value the Tongass National Forest and the Chugach 
National Forest for its wild salmon populations and the world-class fishing opportunities, its huge swaths of 
intact ecosystems and all the biodiversity it contains, its status as the largest intact temperate rainforest in the 
world, the recreational opportunities it provides, the high density of incredible wildlife it contains, to keep public 
lands wild for future generations, its status as a national and global treasure, the lifestyles of the indigenous 
communities that the forest supports. A full exemption does not protect these priorities, nor does it effectively 
balance economic development with the countless other benefits provided by roadless areas. I would like the 
Forest Service to manage roadless areas for low-impact recreation (camping, hiking, hunting, foraging, etc), 
passive/active watershed restoration (stream and habitat) to improve/maintain roadless characteristics (culvert 
removal/replacement, improve fish passage, wildlife thinning, etc). It is important to me that high-value intact 
habitat including the T77 watersheds and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their roadless protections 
in any alternative selected. 
 
 
 
The Forest Service is wasting taxpayers' valuable time and money by trying to prop up a failing timber industry 
in Southeast Alaska. The nonpartisan, independent taxpayer watchdog Taxpayers for Common Sense reported 
that the Tongass timber program has losses of over $600 million of taxpayers money in the past 20 years. I 
would rather see my taxpayer dollars used to restore salmon habitat that was hurt by past logging practices, 
perform restorative actions that support wildlife populations on previously degraded landscapes that support 
wildlife populations, establish the economic value of the carbon stored in the Tongass. We need to stop 
subsidizing the clearcutting of old growth on the Tongass through taxpayer funded roadbuilding. If a full 
exemption were chosen, it would not create opportunities and would instead prioritize the special interests of 
one industry over the interests of the entire American public. 
 
 
 
The Tongass is Americas homegrown natural solution to climate change. The forest sequesters 8% of the 
carbon stored in forests throughout the contiguous US states, some 3 billion metric tons of it. We must take 
action to mitigate and adapt to climate change, and maintaining the Tongass in a roadless state is critical for a 
sustainable future. 
 
 
 
I urge the Forest Service to listen to the voices of the American people and prioritize them over corporate 
interests. The Forest Service should strengthen public involvement in developing land management policy and 



focus on broadly supported work rather than allowing special corporate interests to guide policy changes. 
Attempting to exempt inventoried roadless areas on the Chugach National Forest from the Alaska Roadless 
Rule adds further insult to injury, and this proposal has not received any sufficient environmental impact 
analysis or public input. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas in Alaska it will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict over these 
forests going forward. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 10/23/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: JOSEPH 
Last name: JURCZAK 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a life long Alaskan and former USFS employ in Sitka, Alaska, I have plenty of experience living, recreating, 
hunting and fishing in the Tongass National Forest. 
 
 
 
Rescinding the road less rule is an asinine ploy by our National leaders to log the largest national forest in the 
United States. 
 
 
 
Governor Dunleavy, President Trump, Senators Sullivan and Murkowski do not care about the South East 
Alaskan citizens that actually live in these areas. Similar to the Pebble Mine, they are willing to override science 
for a chance to developer resources and make a buck. Even at the expense of locals and salmon. 
 
 
 
The days of huge clear cuts are over as the huge drainages that were fruitful such as Katlian or Corner bay, etc 
have been cleared and the trees are not mature enough to even log those spots again. 
 
 
 
No locals support this. The 80's hey dey of logging is dead. Time to move. 
 
 
 
Concerned citizen, 
 
 
 
Joe Jurczak 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Stephen 
Last name: Jurewicz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Stephen Jurewicz 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Jurewitz 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC1082 
 
Dear Secretary Perdue, 
 
I live and work on the lands and waters of the Tongass National Forest. The health of the Tongass National 
Forest is critical to sustaining my way of life in this rugged region. From hunting and fishing, to hiking and 
camping, to our tourism and commercial fishing-based economies, we rely on the intact habitat that the 
roadless areas of the Tongass contain. That is why it is important to me that the 2001 Roadless Rule remain in 
place on the Tongass National Forest. A no-action alternative is the best option for Southeast Alaska. 
 
Prioritizing one antiquated industry over private sectors is bad business, and bad for Southeast Alaska. I 
support the Tongass Transition and I would like the Forest Service to continue phasing out old growth 
clearcutting. Please prioritize conservation of the T77 and TNC conservation priority areas in any new Alaska 
Roadless Rule. This forest is a salmon forest, and the Forest Service should focus on restoring degraded 
watersheds and fish streams. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gary 
Last name: Jurgel 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Gary Jurgel and I live in Morris, Illinois. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Gary Jurgel 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Elena 
Last name: Jurgela 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Elena Jurgela and I live in Titusville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Elena Jurgela 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Gail 
Last name: Jurgens 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Gail Jurgens 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Eileen 
Last name: Juric 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Eileen Juric and I live in Raleigh, North Carolina. 
 
Please do not roll back protections for clean air. That would be a backward move to all of humanity and the 
planet. Thank you. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, Eileen Juric 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/10/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Melissa 
Last name: Jurkowski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Melissa Jurkowski and I live in Fond Du Lac, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Melissa Jurkowski 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/12/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Cecilia 
Last name: Jurlando 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Cecilia Jurlando and I live in Jacksonville, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Cecilia Jurlando 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Laurie 
Last name: Jurs 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Laurie Jurs 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: elaine 
Last name: jurumbo 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is elaine jurumbo and I live in New York, New York. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, elaine jurumbo 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Nicholas 
Last name: Jurus 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Nicholas Jurus 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Jury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3505 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Tongass National Forest and in supporting its fish 
and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's protections for important fish and 
wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income 
through commercial, subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must 
protect them and their spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our 
irreplaceable fish and wildlife populations need to survive. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Jury 
 
Grover, MO 63040 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Jury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC3845 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Andrew Jury 
Grover, MO 63040 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 1/1/0001 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Jury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
3845 
 
U.S. Forest Service Alaska Roadless Rule  
Comment Period 
 
Comment Period Alaska Roadless Rule: 
 
The Roadless Rule has been instrumental in conserving the Chugach and Tongass National Forest and in 
supporting their associated fish and wildlife-based industries for almost 20 years. Please uphold the Rule's 
protections for important fish and wildlife areas, including the Tongass 77, by selecting the 'no action' 
alternative. Roadless areas are an important source of food, jobs, and income through commercial, 
subsistence, and recreational fishing. Salmon are part of Alaska's culture and we must protect them and their 
spawning streams. Please do not roll back roadless area protections for habitat that our irreplaceable fish and 
wildlife populations need to survive.  
 
Sincerely,  
Andrew Jury 
Grover, MO 63040 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/11/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Darrel 
Last name: Jury 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
To those responsible for managing our public lands on the Tongass National Forest: 
 
I have been fortunate enough to visit the Tongass National Forest, spending a week in and around Haines and 
on a 10-day rafting trip on the Tatshenshini-Alsek Rivers. I have first-hand experience visiting roadless areas 
on the Tongass National Forest and know that they possess unparalleled opportunities for solitude and 
unconfined recreation. The long-term ecological, recreational, and economic values maintained by leaving 
roadless areas on the Tongass un-roaded vastly outweigh the short-term economic returns for a few individuals 
derived by exploiting these areas. 
 
 
 
Like most Americans, I strongly support protecting roadless areas on the Tongass National Forest. These 
unroaded areas are most valuable in their current unaltered condition. I am adamantly opposed to opening 
these roadless areas to benefit the few who will profit by their destruction. 
 
 
 
The Tongass National Forest contains nearly 40 percent of intact forests managed by the U.S. Forest Service. 
Maintaining these forests is crucial, as they hold 8 percent of all carbon stored in forests managed by the 
Forest Service. These landscapes are unfragmented areas large enough to maintain biological diversity and 
support healthy habitats for wildlife, including all five of North America's Pacific salmon species. Lifting the 
Roadless Area Conservation Rule on the Tongass National Forest is unfathomable as it would open up 9.5 
million acres of untrammeled land for exploitation and endanger one-quarter of the West Coast's wild salmon. 
 
 
 
The American people lose by lifting the Roadless Area Rule on the Tongass National Forest. Over the past two 
decades, the Forest Service timber sales program on the Tongass National Forest has been a financial failure, 
costing taxpayers nearly $600 million. Future logging on the Tongass will undoubtedly continue to cost 
American taxpayers money. 
 
 
 
Why would anyone suggest lifting the Roadless Area Rule on the Tongass National Forest except the few 
individuals who would benefit from liquidating these irreplaceable forests? Why would the Forest Service, who 
is entrusted to responsibly manage our public lands and forests, open up the area to benefit timber extraction, 
which accounts for just 1 percent of southeast Alaska's jobs, compared with 8 percent for seafood processing 
and 17 percent for tourism? 
 
 
 
I urge those responsible for the management of our public lands on the Tongass National Forest to select the 
No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed Alaska Roadless Rule, 
Alternative #1. 
 
 
 
Please do not exempt the Tongass from the Roadless Rule, or make any changes to how the Rule is applied in 
Alaska. 
 
 
 
[Position] 



 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Bernadette 
Last name: Jusinski 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I oppose any effort to diminish the wilderness of the Tongass National Forest. Our government must preserve 
such ecologically and economically important resources for the people of Alaska, and for all Americans. To 
open these lands to logging interests is ridiculously short-sighted. It runs counter to the needs and desires of 
the people who live in Southeast Alaska. It runs counter to the wishes of the majority of Americans, regardless 
of where they live. 
 
 
 
According to EarthJustice, "logging the Tongass would threaten the health of Alaskan salmon by polluting 
rivers and streams, as well as by removing trees that help regulate water temperature. Current roadless-rule 
protections also extend to cultural and sacred sites of great importance to Alaska Native people, who rely upon 
the Tongass for spiritual and subsistence practices." 
 
 
 
Please enforce the Roadless Rule! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Linda 
Last name: Just 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Linda Just and I live in Colora, Maryland. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Linda Just 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Mike 
Last name: Justa 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
HC6356 
 
Hello, 
 
I *love*[text underlined for emphasis] the Tongass National Forest. It heals me, feeds me, nourishes me in so 
many ways as it does thousands of others. I slow it off as a Guide to million of visitors each summer. Some of 
my favorite and most [illegile] Areas. noble the Tracy/Endreott areas, Northern Beranoff, Island of Norton 
clichsaff Island. Please take *no action*[text underlined twice for emphasis] on the AK Roadless rule. Keep us 
Roadless! 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/17/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Kathy 
Last name: Justen 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Leave the roadless rule intact 
 
Please protect our public lands. KEEP the roadless rule intact as it is!! 
 
Kathy Justen 
 
Get Outlook for Android 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/5/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: John 
Last name: Justice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
As a supporter of Backcountry Hunters &amp; Anglers and our wild public lands, waters and wildlife, I am very 
concerned with the proposed rulemaking announced in Federal Register Document Number 2019-0023. I am 
writing these comments to strongly encourage you to maintain roadless area protections for the Tongass 
National Forest, including the wild fisheries habitat in the Tongass 77 and adopt the no action Alternative 1. 
These public lands and waters are prized by sportsmen and women and are a mainstay of Alaska's economy, 
helping drive an $887 billion economic engine from outdoor recreation like hunting and fishing.  
At nearly 17 million acres, the Tongass is the nation's largest national forest and the world's largest remaining 
intact coastal temperate rainforest; 9.3 million acres of that wild backcountry is inventoried roadless areas, 
providing high quality habitat for a unique diversity of sought-after game species, including mountain goats, 
black-tailed deer and both brown and black bears. The Tongass also encompasses thousands of miles of 
salmon-rich waterways, legendary among anglers and fundamental to the state's commercial salmon industry. 
The commercial fishing sector alone relies on the Tongass for more than 80 percent of its salmon and employs 
more than 4,300 people in the region, accounting for 9 percent of the area's entire employment. By contrast, 
timber production accounts for only 1 percent of the region's jobs. 
Further, this proposal and the preferred alternative set a slippery precedent that threatens to unravel roadless 
rule protections for fish and wildlife across all of our nation's wild roadless forest lands. None of the identified 
alternatives take into consideration BHA's scoping comments to include balanced management policies for the 
Tongass, utilizing the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule as a foundational benchmark for improvements 
so that any roadless policies only enhance the most important fish and wildlife habitats. Logging and timber 
harvest already co-exist with roadless areas in the Tongass after years of prior compromise and consensus-
building. 
I implore you to maintain the integrity of Alaska's roadless areas and the Tongass 77, critical watersheds for 
trout and salmon. The Roadless Area Conservation Rule is a collaborative management approach adopted 
following one of the most extensive public engagement campaigns in the history of federal rulemaking. It may 
be America's best and most popular land management rule ever. The costs to American taxpayers for road 
building and unconscionably subsidized resource extraction are too high - not to mention the irreparable impact 
to wildlife, water, subsistence practices and traditions like hunting and fishing. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Jolayne 
Last name: Justice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Jolayne Justice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Kimberly 
Last name: Justice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Kimberly Justice and I live in Rittman, Ohio. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Kimberly Justice 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 10:23:13 PM 
First name: Tiffany 
Last name: Justice 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Tiffany Justice and I live in Sitka, Alaska. Ive been in SE Alaska for 4 years and have used the 
forest for work, pleasure, and harvesting purposes. I depend on the forest for my way of life and it is what 
makes the area so special and healthy. Without the forest, no one would even be in SE Alaska and the wildlife 
and fauna would be non existent. I am writing a comment on the Alaska Roadless Rule DEIS because I am 
concerned with how the Rule and the proposed full exemption will impact my fishing, hunting, subsistence 
harvesting, foraging for wild foods, the peace and solitude I find in nature, recreating, practicing my culture, the 
status of the Tongass as a national and global treasure, the forest's ability to sequester carbon and mitigate 
climate change impacts, the conservation of resources for future generations . 
 
Out of the alternatives described in the AKRR DEIS I support alternative 1: no action. It protects important fish 
and wildlife habitat from clearcutting and roadbuilding. I depend on roadless areas in the Tongass National 
Forest for healthy fish habitat, deer habitat and subsistence hunting, foraging and gathering wild foods, 
practicing my culture, recreating and enjoying nature, carbon sequestration and local climate change mitigation, 
viewing wildlife, keeping public lands wild for future generations, fiscal responsibility and saving taxpayer 
dollars . A full exemption does not protect these values, nor does it effectively balance economic development 
and conservation of roadless area characteristics. A full exemption from the Roadless Rule and increased 
logging and roadbuilding will negatively impact the Tongass and what I and many others use and depend on 
the forest to provide for us.   
 
The Roadless areas on the Tongass that are especially important to me are those on or around Baranof Island, 
all of the inventoried roadless areas on the Tongass. I want the roadless areas in these locations to stay in 
roadless status in any alternative selected by the Forest Service, and be managed to provide for the uses and 
activities I listed above. It is important to me that the T77 and the TNC conservation priority areas retain their 
roadless protections.  
 
I do not support the Forest Services preferred alternative of a full exemption. A full exemption is not in the 
interests of Southeast Alaskans who live in and use the Tongass National Forest, because It causes turbidity in 
salmon streams which harms the productivity and ecology of salmon and increases logging in the forest which 
has many more effects on the environment not to mention tourism, culture, and local way of life.. The State of 
Alaska says that a full exemption is needed for rural economic development opportunities. However, a full 
exemption would not help create more rural economic development opportunities, it would instead harm our 
existing rural economies that are based on the visitor industry and commercial fishing industry.  
 
It would further harm rural economic opportunities because pursuing the same outdated economic model of old 
growth clearcut harvesting for export stifles innovation and possibility in other sectors, such as mariculture, 
sustainable young growth harvest, and rural agriculture. If the Forest Service wants to support rural economic 
development, they should devote resources to support our fishing and visitor industries.  
 
I urge the Forest Service to prioritize the voices of Southeast Alaskans over those of our political representation 
and corporate interests. Choosing a full exemption will not create a long lasting, durable solution for roadless 
areas on the Tongass. It will only increase the legal challenges, uncertainty for businesses, and conflict on the 
Tongass going forward. 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: David 
Last name: Justin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, David Justin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/16/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Judith 
Last name: Justin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
I am writing to support the No-Action Alternative for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement on the proposed 
Alaska Roadless Rule, Alternative #1. I support keeping the current Roadless Rule protections in place and 
intact for the Tongass National Forest. Trumps plan is yet another attack from the Trump administration on 
Indigenous rights. Alaskan Native communities -- including the Tlingit, Haida, and Tsimshian peoples -- have 
depended on the Tongass Rainforest for millennia. It is the backbone to their culture, traditions, and 
communities -- we simply cannot let it disappear.  
 
 
The Tongass contains some of the largest intact old-growth temperate rainforest in the world, and its value in 
providing clean water for fish and wildlife habitat is essential to the economic and ecological health of 
Southeast Alaska. I urge you to keep the federal Roadless Rule intact and current protections in place for 
national forests in Alaska.  
 
 
In addition, I strongly object to your plans to reduce and remove protections from our national forests roadless 
areas. The Roadless Rule is one of the smartest and most popular land management policies the Federal 
Government has ever adopted. Not only does it preserve some of Americas best fish and wildlife habitat, but it 
also saves untold millions of taxpayer dollars that might otherwise be spent to subsidize money-losing timber 
sales. The value of the Roadless Rule in preventing environmentally damaging and economically wasteful 
road-building and logging is particularly relevant in the Tongass, where logging costs vastly exceed timber 
revenues and require unconscionable taxpayer subsidies.  
Regards, Judith Justin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/8/2019 3:00:00 PM 
First name: Randi 
Last name: Justin 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is Randi Justin and I live in Lauderdale Lakes, Florida. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation.  
 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy.  
 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change  jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged.    
 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Regards, Randi Justin 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 11/9/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: William 
Last name: Justis 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
My name is William Justis and I live in Olympia, Washington. 
 
Please consider NOT relaxing the roadless rule. Opening up this wilderness to logging is foolhardy. The high 
cost of roadbuilding provides little income to the government. Timber is in good supply and renewable. Opening 
up a virgin area in remote areas is totally unneeded and decimates an old growth ecology. Very few will profit 
from this. 
 
I am writing to express strong opposition to efforts to roll back the Roadless Area Conservation Rule (Roadless 
Rule) in Alaska or elsewhere. The Roadless Rule was implemented with unprecedented public support to 
protect some of our nations most pristine public lands, including large parts of the Tongass National Forest. 
You must choose the No Action alternative. Any other choice would ignore overwhelming public support and 
harm Alaskans, including Alaska Natives, and taxpayers across the nation. 
 
In Southeast Alaska, tourism accounts for 28% of employment and generate an annual $1 billion in economic 
benefit, making it far more of an economic driver than the timber industry, which is less than 1% of the regional 
economy. 
 
Any choice but the No Action alternative would also put wildlife and critical habitat at risk, threaten access to 
clean water, and be a step in the wrong direction on climate change jeopardizing Alaskans at a time when the 
state already faces severe challenges related to rising temperatures. I urge you not to abandon the Roadless 
Rule in Alaska and instead to put the public interest above corporate profits by choosing to keep the rule in 
place unchanged. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Regards, William Justis 
 
 
 
[Position] 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/10/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Anon 
Last name: Jwsburf 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Alaska Roadless Rule 
 
The destruction of precious and beautiful ecosystems is a horrid flaw in our responsibility as a human race. 
Please protect what should be eternal. 
 
[Position] 
 



Date submitted (Alaskan Standard Time): 12/3/2019 12:00:00 AM 
First name: Andrew 
Last name: Jylkka 
Organization:  
Title:  
Comments: 
Dear Secretary Perdue and Chief Christensen, 
 
 
 
As a resident of Wrangell, Alaska, I am writing to ask that you select the "no-action" alternative on the Tongass 
Roadless Rule issue. 
 
 
 
We here in Wrangell value small business, protecting fishing and hunting, and continuing to utilize our lands in 
ways that will keep them intact for our future generations. 
 
 
 
The Roadless Rule currently protects our forests from new roads being built to harvest timber that will simply 
leave the region, unprocessed. When raw logs leave our lands, they take jobs with them. We currently have 
small sawmill operations already using the existing road systems, keeping more of the money from these 
natural resources in our communities. 
 
 
 
The building of new roads will also negatively impact our fishing and hunting, which is something that all 
Alaskans value. We are lucky enough to see all five species of salmon, deer, bear, elk, moose, and bear. New 
roads will impact fishing streams, and increased clear-cut logging breaks up the large, uncut swaths of forest 
that our big game need to survive. 
 
 
 
Our local tourism operations also rely on beautiful forests, that haven't been ripped apart by patchwork clear-
cuts. As a hiking guide for some of these outfits, I can only tell you the heartbreak that people feel as I take 
them through the woods and let them know exactly what's at stake if Alaska is given an exemption to the 
Roadless Rule. 
 
 
 
There has been a campaign of misinformation that the Roadless Rule stifles the ability of communities to seek 
to improve their infrastructure through things like broadband and hydropower. That simply isn't true. There is a 
process to gaining waivers to the rule for projects such as these, and never once has a waiver been denied in 
Alaska. 48 of these projects have happened! 
 
 
 
As a resident of Alaska who wants what is best for his community and values these lands, I ask you to please 
choose "no action" on the Tongass Roadless Rule issue. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Andrew Jylkka 
 
 
 



[Position] 
 
[Position] 
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